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MONDAY, AUGUST 27, 1951 


Unirep Srares SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:35 a. m., in room 212, 
Senate Office Building, Senator Richard B. Russell (chairman) 
presiding. 

Present: Senators Russell, Hunt, Stennis, Long, Bridges, Salton- 
stall, and Knowland. 

Also present: Mark H. Galusha of the committee staff. 

Chairman Russe.u. The committee will come to order. 

The committee meeting was called to give consideration to the 
military construction authorization bill. The requests in this bill 
are in keeping with those which have been made on the Congress in 
connection with the entire rearmament program. 

The committee will consider the House bill, which is H. R. 4914. 

(H. R. 4914 is as follows:) 


[H. R. 4914, 82d Cong. Ist sess.] 


AN ACT To authorize certain construction at military and naval installations, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, 
TITLE I 


Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army, under the direction of the Secretary of 
Defense, is hereby authorized to establish or develop military installations and 
facilities by the construction, conversion, installation, or equipment of temporary 
or permanent public works, including buildings, facilities, appurtenances, and 
utilities, as follows: 

CoNTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


FIELD FORCE FACILITIES 
(First Army Area) 


Fort Devens, Massachusetts: Training facilities and utilities, $520,200. 

Fort, Dix, New Jersey: Troop housing and supporting facilities, hospital, 
training facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, $29,951,630. 

Camp Edwards, Massachusetts: Training facilities, $591,500. 

Fort Jay, New York: Storage facilities and utilities, $867,000. 

Camp Kilmer, New Jersey: Troop housing and supporting facilities, training 
facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, $6,261,520. 

Pine Camp, New York: Training facilities, $693,500. 

Camp Wellfleet, Massachusetts: Training facilities and land acquisition, 
$941,800. 

(Second Army Area) 


Bethany Beach, Delaware: Troop supporting facilities and utilities, $805,450. 

Camp Breckinridge, Kentucky: Storage and training facilities, $379,650. 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky: Troop housing and supporting facilities, training 
facilities, and utilities, $31,914,000. 
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A. P. Hill Military Reservation, Virginia: Training facilities, $411,000. 

Fort Holabird, Maryland: Training facilities and utilities, $1,401,600. 

Indiantown Gap Military Reservation, Pennsylvania: Troop supporting and 
training facilities, $2,152,900. 

Fort Knox, Kentucky: Troop housing and supporting facilities, facilities for 
Army Field Forces Board, facilities for the Armored Center, training facilities, 
hospital, and utilities, $37,614,100. 

ort George G. Meade, Marvland: Troop housing and supporting facilities, 
training facilities, and utilities, $9,387,500. 

Camp Pickett, Virginia: Troop housing and supporting facilities, training 
facilities, and utilities, $1,083,500. 


(Third Army Area) 


Fort Benning, Georgia: Troop housing and supporting facilities, hospital, 
bridge, training facilities and utilities, $28,763,040. 

Camp Blandiag, Florida: Troop supporting facilities and utilities, $5,722,700. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Troop housing and supporting facilities, hospital, 
training, facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, $39,843,560. 

Camp Gordon, Georgia: Troop housing and supporting facilities, training 
facilities, and utilities, $5,782,600. 

Fort Jackson, South Carolina: Troop supporting facilities, training facilities 
and utilities, $1,446,480. 

Camp McCain, Mississippi: Land acquisition, troop supporting facilities and 
utilities, $5,400,200. 

Fort McClellan, Alabama: Troop housing, training facilities, Women’s Army 
Corps Center, Chemical Corps school and supporting facilities and utilities, 
$23,333,250. 

Camp Rucker, Alabama: Troop supporting facilities, and utilities, $1,387,380. 

Camp Shelby, Mississippi: Land acquisition, troop supporting facilities and 
utilities, $7,355,450. 

Camp Stewart, Georgia: Troop supporting facilities, and utilities, $3,712,500. 


(Fourth Army Area) 


Fort Bliss, Texas: Troop housing, training facilities, facilities for the Artillery 
School and supporting facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, $21,709,830. 

Camp Bowie, Texas: Land acquisition, troop supporting facilities, and utili- 
ties, $8,382,300. 

Camp Chaffee, Arkansas: Training facilities, land acqusition and _ utilities, 
$1,942,900. 

Camp Gruber, Oklahoma: Land acquisition, troop supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $8,858,700. 

Fort Hood, Texas: Troop housing and supporting facilities, training facilities, 
bridge, and utilities, $11,220,900. 

Fort Sam Houston, Texas: Troop housing and supporting facilities, and utili- 
ties, $1,032,000. 

Camp Joseph T. Robinson, Arkansas: Land acquisition, troop supporting facili- 
ties and utilities, $3,521,300. 

Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Troop housing and supporting facilities, training facilities 
and utilities, $19,147,730. 

Camp Swift, Texas: Land acquisition, troop supporting facilities and utilities, 
$5,831,600. 

(Fifth Army Area) 


Camp Atterbury, Indiana: Troop supporting facilities and utilities, $885,000. 

Camp Carson, Colorado: Troop supporting facilities and utilities, $561,700. 

Fort Custer, Michigan: Troop supporting facilities, training facilities and utili- 
ties, $3,082,000. ; 

Headquarters, Fifth Army, Chicago, Illinois: Acquisition and alteration of 
garage building, $300,000. 

Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri: Troop supporting and training facilities, and 
utilities, $1,976,400. oie 

Camp Lucas, Michigan: Troop housing and supporting facilities, and utilities, 
$284,300. Pe nik 

Camp McCoy, Wisconsin: Troop supporting facilities and utilities, $1,702,100. 

Fort Riley, Kansas: Troop supporting facilities, hospital, and _ utilities, 
$7,298,700. 
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(Sixth Army Area) 


Camp Cooke,,California: Troop housing and supporting facilities, training facil- 
ities, and utilities, $2,412,500. 

Hanford, Washington: Troop housing, supporting facilities, and _ utilities, 
$4,017,000. 

Camp Irwin, California: Troop housing and supporting facilities, training facili- 
ties, and utilities, $7,532,700. 

Fort. Lewis, Washington (including Yakima Training Center): Troop housing 
and ee facilities, training facilities, and utilities, $36,916,200. 

Fort Ord, California: Troop housing and supporting facilities, training facilities, 
and utilities, $29,236,400. 

Presidio of San Francisco, California: Training facilities, hangar, and incinera- 
tor, $70,200. 

amp San Luis Obispo, California: Training facilities, $601,100. 

Camp Stoneman, California: Laundry and dry cleaning plant, $516,000. 

Camp White, Oregon: Land. acquisition, troop supporting facilities, and utili- 
ties, $11,285,300. 

Yuma, Arizona: Troop housing and supporting facilities, research and develop- 
ment facilities, and utilities, $1,796,200. 


(Military Academy) 


United States Military Academy, New York: Laundry building, sewage disposal 
plant and rehabilitation of Camp Buckner water supply system, $3,158,000. 


TECHNICAL SERVICE FACILITIES 
(Ordnance Corps) . 


Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Ordnance Corps operational and research 
and development facilities, and utilities, $9,547,000. 

Anniston Ordnance Depot, Alabama: Storage and operational facilities, and 
utilities, $11,182,000. 

Augusta Arsenal, Georgia: Operational facilities and utilities, $50,000. 

Benicia Arsenal, California: Storage and operational facilities and utilities, 
$5,045,000. 

Black Hills. Ordnance Depot, South Dakota: Storage facilities, and utilities, 
$425,300. 

Blue Grass Ordnance Depot, Kentucky: Storage, and operational facilities, and 
utilities, $5,427,100. 

California Institute of Technology, California: Research and development 
facilities, acquisition of land and utilities, $432,230. 

Detroit Arsenal, Michigan: Research and development facilities, acquisition 
of land and buildings, and utilities, $3,009,000. 

Erie Ordnance Depot, Ohio: Storage and supporting facilities and utilities, 
$3,015,800. 

Frankford Arsenal, Pennsylvania: Storage and supporting facilities, research 
and development facilities, and utilities, $3,233,700. 

Letterkenny Ordnance Depot, Pennsylvania: Storage facilities, supporting 
facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, $11,007,300. 

Milan Arsenal, Tennessee: Additional water supply facilities, $116,000. 

Mount Rainier Ordnance Depot, Washington: Storage and supporting facilities, 
and utilities, $4,485,200. 

Muroe Air Force Base, California: Range bombing facility, $105,000. 

Navajo Ordnance Depot, Arizona: Storage and supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $656,000. 

Picatinny Arsenal, New Jersey: Research and development and operational 
facilities, and utilities, $926,000. 

Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Storage facilities and utilities, $4,500,000. 

Raritan Arsenal, New Jersey: Storage and supporting facilities, and utilities, 
$3,329,000. 

Ravenna Arsenal, Ohio: Ammunition maintenance building, $425,000. 

Red River Arsenal, Texas: Troop housing, storage facilities, training facilities, 
supporting facilities, and utilities, $10,193,900. 

Redstone Arsenal, Alabama: Troop housing, training facilities, research and 
development facilities, supporting facilities, and utilities, $15,584,000. 
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Rock Island Arsenal, Illinois: Research and development facilities, and utilities, 


Rossford Ordnance Depot, Ohio: Storage facilities, supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $8,313,533. 

Savanna Ordnance Depot, Illinois: Storage facilities, supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $1,430,000. 

Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York: Storage facilities, supporting facilities, 
and utilities, $619,600. 

Sierra Ordnance Depot, California: Storage facilities, supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $1,293,000. 

Sioux Ordnance Depot, Nebraska: Storage facilities, supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $809, 100. 

Springfield Armory, Massachusetts: Research and development facilities, and 
utilities, $310,000. 

Terre Haute Ordnance Depot, Indiana: Storage facilities, supporting facilities, 
and utilities, $756,800. 

Tooele Ordnance Depot, Utah: Storage facilities, supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $4,232,600. 

Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oregon: Storage facilities, supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $407,000. 

Watervliet Arsenal, New York: Supporting facilities and utilities, $275,500. 

White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico: Research and development 
facilities, storage facilities, supporting facilities, and utilities, $6,893,500. 

Wingate Ordnance Depot, New Mexico: Storage and supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $3,299,000. 

(Quartermaster Corps) 


Atlanta General, Depot, Georgia: Storage facilities and utilities, $1,260,000. 
Auburn General Depot, Washington: Storage facilities and utilities, $6,720,000. 
Belle Meade General Depot, New Jersey: Storage facilities and utilities, 

$16,800,000. 

Columbus General Depot, Ohio: Troop housing, shops, and utilities, $600,000. 
Jeffersonville Quartermaster Depot, Indiana: Shops and utilities, $942,000. 

Fort Lee, Virginia: Troop housing, training facilities, and utilities, $2,955,700. 
Memphis General Depot, Tennessee: Storage facilities and utilities, $11,705,000. 
New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Storage facilities and utilities, 

$1,680,000. . 

Richmond Quartermaster Depot, Virginia: Storage facilities and utilities, 
$3,360,000. 
Schenectady General Depot, New York: Storage facilities and utilities, $11,- 

422,400. 

Sharpe General Depot, California: Storage facilities, supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $15,411,100. 
Utah General Depot, Utah: Storage facilities, and utilities, $12,229,000. 
Fort Worth Quartermaster Depot, Texas: Storage facilities, supporting facili- 
ties, and utilities, $4,740,000. 
(Chemical Corps) 


Army Chemical Center, Maryland: Storage facilities, research and development 
facilities, supporting facilities, and utilities, $4,270,915. 

Deseret Chemical Depot, Utah: Storage facilities, and acquisition of land, and 
utilities, $1,585,400. 

Camp Detrick, Maryland: Troop housing, storage, research and development 
and supporting facilities, and utilities, $29,603,750. 

Eastern Chemical Depot, Maryland: Storage facilities, and utilities, $79,500. 

Midwest Chemical Depot, Arkansas: Storage facilities and utilities, $64,000. 

Rocky Mountain Arsenal, Colorado: Storage and operational facilities and 


utilities, $600,000. 
(Signal Corps ‘‘A’’) 


Decatur Signal Depot, Illinois: Storage facilities, supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $3,424,000. 

Lexington Signal Depot, Kentucky: Troop housing, storage facilities, support- 
ing facilities, and utilities, $4,595,000. 

Fort Monmouth, New Jersey: Troop housing, hospital, research and develop- 
ment laboratory, storage facilities, training facilities, supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $18,162,500. 
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Philadelphia Signal Corps Procurement and Distribution Agency: Acquisition 
and conversion of Pennsylvania Athletic Club, $4,000,000. 

Sacramento Signal Depot, California: Storage facilities, supporting facilities, 
and utilities, $7,066,000. 

Signal Corps Photographie Center, New York: Troop housing, storage facilities, 
supporting facilities, acquisition of land and buildings, and utilities, $1,034,000. 

obyhanna Signal Depot, Pennsylvania: Completion of Signal Corps Depot, 
$3,872,600. 
(Signal Corps ‘‘B’’) 


Two Rock Ranch, California: Troop housing, family housing, supporting 
facilities, and utilities, $491,700. 
Vint Hill Farms, Virginia: Warehouse and utilities, $155,000. 


(Corps of Engineers) 


Army Map Service, Omaha, Nebraska: Warehouse, $260,000. 

Baton Rouge Engineer Depot, Louisiana: New Engineer Depot, including 
acquisition of land, $2,500,000. 

ort Belvoir, Virginia: Troop housing, acquisition of land, hospital, training 

facilities, research and development facilities, supporting facilities, and utilities, 
$16,761,200. 

Casad Engineer Depot, Indiana: Warehouse and supporting facilities, 
$2,268,000. 

Granite City Engineer Depot, Illinois: Storage facilities, and utilities, $1,309,000. 

Marion Engineer Depot, Ohio: Storage facilities, supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $2,456,000. 

(Transportation Corps) 


Boston Staging Area, Massachusetts: Staging area facilities, acquisition of 
land, and utilities, $4,181,000. 

Fort Eustis, Virginia: Troop housing, training facilities, supporting facilities, 
acquisition of land, and utilities, $34,559,500. 

Hampton Roads Staging Area, Virginia: Staging area facilities, acquisition of 
land, and utilities, $7,470,800. 

Marietta Transportation Corps Depot, Pennsylvania: Storage facilities, sup- 
porting facilities, acquisition of land, and utilities, $3,010,200. 

Oakland Army Base, California: Troop housing, and utilities, $1,814,500. 

Fort Story, Virginia: Training facilities and utilities, $2,344,900. 

Wilmington Ammunition Loading Point, North Carolina: Ammunition loading 
terminal, including acquisition of land, $22,805,000. 


(Adjutant General Corps) 


St. Louis, Missouri: Military Personnel Records Center, including acquisition 
of land, $22,700,000. 
(Army Medical Service) 


Army Medical Center, District of Columbia and Maryland: Supporting 
facilities, and utilities, $890,800. 

Brooke Army Medical Center, Texas: Supporting facilities, and utilities, 
$602,000. 

Fitzsimons Army Hospital, Colorado: Hospital ward and utilities, $474,000. 

Madigan Army Hospital, Washington: Troop housing, and utilities, $1,875,000. 

Various locations: For restoration or replacement of facilities damaged or 
destroyed and provision for other urgent construction requirements, $27,000,000. 


OutTstpE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 
(Alaskan Area) 


Alaska, general: Troop housing, tactical and supporting facilities, petroleum 
pipeline, ammunition dock and supporting facilities, and utilities, $61,223,800. 

Big Delta, Alaska: Family housing, troop housing, supporting facilities, utilities, 
Arctic Test Branch and Arctic Indoctrination School, $13,506,200. 

Eielson Air Force Base, Alaska: Troop supporting facilities, and utilities, 
$1,571,900. 

Ladd Air Force Base, Alaska: Troop housing and supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $10,370,800. 
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Fort Richardson, Alaska: Troop supporting facilities and utilities, $12,009,930. 
Skagway, Alaska: Flood control facilities, $84,000. 
Whittier, Alaska: Troop supporting facilities, and utilities $5,688,500. 


(Far East Command Area) 


Okinawa: Family housing, troop housing, hospital, school, storage and sup- 
porting facilities, and utilities, $60,466,000. 


(Caribbean Area) 


Mindi Docks, Canal Zone: Access road and railroad spur, $120,000. 
Fort Brooke, Puerto Rico: Rehabilitation of Rodriques General Hospital, 
$300,000. 


(General) 


Various locations: For restoration or replacement of facilities damaged or 
destroyed and provision for other urgent construction requirements, $10,000,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army, under the direction of the Secretary of 
Defense, is authorized to establish or develop classified military installations ‘and 
facilities by the construction, conversion, installation, or equipment of temporary 
public works, including buildings, facilities, appurtenances, and utilities, in a total 
amount of $302,234,000. 

TITLE II 


Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy, under the direction of the Secretary of 
Defense, is authorized to establish or develop naval installations and facilities by 
the construction, conversion, installation, or equipment of temporary or perma- 
nent public works, including buildings, facilities, appurtenances, and utilities, as 
follows: ‘ 

CONTINENTAL UNIrep STaATEs 


FLEET FACILITIES 


Naval Amphibious Base, Coronado, California: Acquisition of land $825,000. 

Naval Station, Key West, Florida: Dredging at Submarine Base and additional 
berthing facilities, $2,347,250. 

Naval Amphibious Base, Little Creek, Virginia: Development of facilities for 
amphibious training; acquisition of land, $35,102,850. 

Fleet Air Defense Training Center, Point Loma, California: Development, of 
facilities, $4,600,000. 

Naval Station, San Diego, California: Electronics storehouse, $2,322,100. 

Naval Station, Treasure Island, California: Barracks, mess hall, and galley, 
$5, 108,000. 

AVIATION FACILITIES 


Naval Air Station, Alameda, California: Additional aviation facilities, 
$9,328,400. 

Naval Air Facility, Annapolis, Maryland: Additional aviation facilities, 
$141,900. 

Naval Air Station, Atlantic City, New Jersey: Additional aviation facilities, 
$2,591,000. 

Marine Corps Auxiliary Landing Strip, Beaufort, South Carolina (Auxiliary for 
Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North Carolina): Additional aviation 
facilities, $407,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Bronson Field, Florida: Acquisition of land, 
$5,500. 

Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine: Development of master jet field, 
$9,710,000. 

Marine Corps Air Facility, Peterfield Point, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: 
Helicopter air facilities, $6,291,000. 

David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Maryland: Aerodynamics research and 
development facilities, $660,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida: Development of master jet 
field, $9,929,600. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Chase Field, Texas: Additional aviation facilities, 
$2,830,000. 
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Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North Carolina: Development to 
support jet operations; Bureau of Aeronautics training and advance base gear 
facilities, East Coast, $15,058,000. 

Naval Air Station, Chincoteague, Virginia: Development of jet field, $5,785,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Corry Field, Florida: Acquisition of land and 
aviation easements, $5,500. 

Naval Auxiliary Landing Strip, Crows Landing, California (Auxiliary for 
Naval Air Station, Moffett Field, California): Additional aviation facilities, 
$1,036,500. 

Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, California: Additional aviation facilities, 
$9,600,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Landing Strip, Fallon, Nevada, (Auxiliary for Naval Air 
Station, Moffett Field, California): Additional aviation facilities, $3,802,200. 

Naval Air Facility, Glyneo, Georgia: Advanced Combat Information Center 
School facilities; additional aviation facilities, $9,690,000. 

Naval Air Station, Grosse Ile, Michigan: Additional aviation facilities, 
$3,796,000. 

Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida: Additional aviation facilities; heli- 
copter overhaul facilities, $9,876,000. 

Naval Air Station, Key West, Florida: Additional aviation facilities, $3,867,400. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Kingsville, Texas: Additional aviation facilities, 
$5,360,000. 

Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, New Jersey: Additional aviation facilities, 
$4,911,000. 

Naval Air Technical Training Center, Memphis, Tennessee: Additional 
aviation facilities, $1,500,000. 

Naval Air Station, Miami, Florida: Additional aviation facilities, $1,012,000. 

Naval Air Station, -Minneapolis, Minnesota: Additional aviation facilities, 
$275,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Miramar, California: Development of master jet 
field; Bureau of Aeronautics training and advance base gear facilities, West 
Coast, $5,901,150. 

Marine Corps Auxiliary Landing Strip, Mojave, California (Auxiliary for 
Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, California): Additional aviation facilities, 
$1,523,500. 

Naval Air Station, Niagara Falls, New York: Additional aviation facilities, 
$2,750,000. 

Naval Air Station, Norfolk, Virginia: Additional aviation facilities, $9,955,200. 

Naval Air Station, Oakland, California: Additional aviation facilities, $550,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Oceana, Virginia: Development of master jet 
field, $12,810,000. 

Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River, Maryland: Additional research and 
development and test facilities, operational facilities and supporting utilities, 
$4,435,500. 

Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida: Additional aviation facilities, $5,119,500- 

Naval Air Material Center, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: Additional develop- 
ment and test facilities, $598,700. 

Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point Mugu, California: Sea test range and test 
evaluation facilities, including supporting facilities, services and accessory con- 
struction; $4,404,100. 

Naval Air Station, Quonset Point, Rhode Island: Additional aviation facilities, 
$7,386,500. 

Naval Air Station, San Diego, California: Additional aviation facilities; 
$9,688,600. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Sanford, Florida: Additional aviation facilities; 
$4,015,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Landing Strip, Sanford, Maine (Auxiliary for Naval Air 
Station, Brunswick, Maine): Additional aviation facilities; $2,237,300. 

Marine Corps Air Facility, Santa Ana, California: Additional aviation facilities ; 
$1,270,000. 

Marine Corps Auxiliary Landing Strip, Santa Maria, California (Auxiliary for 
Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, California): Additional aviation facilities; 
$4,187,700. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Saufley Field, Florida: Additional aviation 
facilities ; $1,447,500. 

Naval Air Station, South Weymouth, Massachusetts: Additional aviation 
facilities ; $2,482,600. 
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Naval Aeronautical Turbine Laboratory, Trenton, New Jersey: Turbine engine 
testing facilities; $8,400,000. ; 

Naval Auxiliary Landing Strip, Webster Field, Maryland: Additional aviation 
facilities ; $4,350,000. 
eu” Facility, Weeksville, North Carolina: Additional aviation facilities; 

Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Additional aviation facilities; 
$11,470,300. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Field, Florida: Additional aviation 
facilities ; $2,167,000. 

Naval Air Station, Willow Grove, Pennsylvania: Additional aviation facilities; 
$5,335,000. 

Marine Corps Auxiliary Landing Strip, Wilmington, North Carolina (Auxiliary 
for Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North Carolina): Additional aviation 
facilities; $3,898,000. 

MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 


Marine Corps Depot of Supplies, Albany, Georgia: Depot facilities ; $5,187,200. 

Headquarters Battalion, Headquarters Marine Corps, Henderson Hall, Arling- 
ton, Virginia: Acquisition of land; $1,100. 

Marine Corps Depot of Supplies, San Francisco, California (Barstow Annex, 
Barstow, California): Bachelor civilian quarters; $300,000. 

Marine Barracks, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: Warehouses; ramps and piers 
for landing craft; bridge over Intracoastal Waterway, Onslow Beach: crossing; 
reproduction shop; additional electric power generating facilities, Cherry Point 
electrical generating plant ; $10,592,200. 

Marine Corps Training Camp, Twentynine Palms Area, California: Facilities 
for Marine Corps Artillery Training; $7,150,000. 

Marine Barracks, Camp Pendleton, Oceanside, California: Warehouses 
Chappo Flats; correction of deficiencies in raw water supply; architectural and 
engineering services for utilities for permanent camp; $5,172,000. 

Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, South Carolina: Inerease electric 
generating capacity; post dry-cleaning plant; new bridge to mainland; $738,100. 

Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, Virginia: Post maintenance shops;-Adminis- 
tration Building; additional floor on amphibious warfare school; $2,499,300. 


COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


‘ Baal Communication Station, Annapolis, Maryland: Additional facilities; 
943,500. 

Naval Communication Station, Cheltenham, Maryland: Additional facilities; 
bachelor officers’ quarters and additional barracks and messing facilities; 
$1,669,300. 

Naval Communication Station, Washington, District of Columbia: Recon- 
struction and modernization of facilities; $605,000. 

Naval Communication Station, Winter Harbor, Maine: Terminal equipment 
building; $150,000. 

Thirteenth Naval District: Radio direction finder facilities for supplementary 
communication requirements; $262,900. 


SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 


Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Renovation and improvement of 
academic buildings; extension of mess hall and gallery; $3,449,200. 

Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Illinois: Development of service schools; 
naval accounts disbursing office building; $6,295,000. 

Fleet Sonar School, Key West, Florida: School building; $2,788,500. 

Post Graduate School, Monterey, Calfornia: Development of interim facilities; 
development of permanent facilities, engineering school; $6,615,000. 

Naval Training Station, Newport, Rhode Island: Brig; $412,500. 

Naval War College, Newport, Rhode Island: Electronic command evaluator; 
$400,000. 

Naval Training Center, San Diego, California: Additional training facilities; 
$6,057,100. 

Naval Receiving Station, Seattle, Washington: Riprap protection for timber sea 
wall; additional steam generating facilities; $528,400. 
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ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


Naval Ammunition Depot, ‘Charleston, South Carolina: Enlargement of 
ammunition issue and transshipment facilities; improvement of waterfront 
facilities, including dredging; $913,000. 

Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane, Indiana: Production facilities for three-inch 
gun ammunition; $5,000, 

Naval Proving Ground, Dahlgren, Virginia: Plate fuze battery testing facilities; 
acquisition of range station sites; dormitories for civilians; arctie weather test 
room ; $2,327,100. 

Fleet Air Defense Training Center, Dam Neck, Virginia: Facilities for testing 
VT fuzes over waves; $220,000. 

Naval Ammunition Depot, Hastings, Nebraska: Additional magazines and 
inert storehouses; extension of railroad tracks; $20,281,400. 

Naval Ammunition Depot, Hawthorne, Nevada: Additional water-storage 
facilities; additional magazines and inert storehouses: ; $5,474,300. 

Naval Powder Factory, Indian Head, Maryland: Additional inert material 
storage; $330,000. 

Naval Ordnance Test Station, Inyokern, California: Permanent dormitory 
facilities; high velocity launching facilities, San Clemente Island; VT fuze range; 
$4,045,600. 

Naval Ordnance Depot, Puget Sound, Keyport, Washington: Additional maga- 
zines and inert storehouses, Bangor Annex: $2,634,200. 

Naval Ammunition Depot, McAlester, Oklahoma: Additional magazines and 
inert storehouses; $24,886,400. 

Naval Magazine, Port Chicago, California: Additional magazines and inert 
storehouses; $1,495,700. 

Naval Ammunition Depot, Shumaker, Arkansas: Additional magazines and 
inert storehouses; completion of rocket production facilities; $45,679,800. 

Naval Gun Factory, Washington, District of Columbia: Complete building 
numbered two hundred and thirteen; $855,800. 

Naval Ordnance Laboratory, White Oak, Marvland: Completion of antisub- 
marine test vessel; ammunition development facilities; relocation of underwater 
acoustic calibration facility ; $714,400. 


SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


Naval Engineering Experiment Station, Annapolis, Maryland: Improve utilities 
system: extend fresh water facility ; $2,689,500. 

Naval Shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts: Improve power plant; $2,310,000. 

Naval Shipyard, Bremerton (Puget Sound), Washington: Replace boilers 
numbered five to eight, inclusive, in central power plant; improvements to dry- 
docks numbered one and two; air compressor in west end of industrial area; 
$1,204,500. 

Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn, New York: Rebuild Caisson seat, drydock num- 
bered one; modernize floor of drydock numbered two; reconstruct drydock num- 
bered three (first increment) ; $5,695,800. 

David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Maryland: Heating facilities to support 
three meter wind tunnel; thirty-six inch variable pressure water tunnel; $1,820,500. 

Naval Shipyard, Mare Island, California: Extend portal crane tracks; electric 
and electronic shops; modernization of electrical distribution and generation 
systems; $9,436,500. 

Naval Shipyard, Norfolk (Portsmouth), Virginia: Electrical, electronic and 
ordnance shops; $8,033,300. 

Naval Boiler Test Laboratory, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: Two additional 
cranes; additional boiler testing facilities; $3,981,500. 

Naval Shipyard, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: Water treatment facilities; 
replace eight old boilers in central power plant with two new boilers; two fifty-ton 
electric jib cranes, drydock numbered three; reconstruct drydock numbered one; 
$6,313,200. 

Naval Electronics Laboratory, Point Loma, California: Model range building 
for antenna testing; $233,200. 

Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Storage battery building; 
rebuild caisson, drydock numbered two; electrical test laboratory ; $4,185,500. 

Naval Shipyard, San Francisco, California: Modernize drydocks numbered 
two and three; $119,800. 

Naval Radiological Defense Laboratory, San Francisco, California: New 
Laboratory building; $8,580,000. 
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SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Naval Shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts (Fuel Facility): Aviation gasoline and 
jet fuel bulk storage; $2,766,500. 

Naval Advance Base Depot, Davisville, Rhode Island: Storage facilities; 
$1,670,900. ‘ 

Electronics Supply Office, Great Lakes, Illinois: Electronics supply office 
building; $4,053,100. 

Naval Supply Depot, Great Lakes, Illinois: Warehouses and office space; 
$3,740,000. 

Naval Advance Base Depot, Guifport, Mississippi: Storage facilities ; $3,000,000. 

Naval Supply Depot, Newport, Rhode fdind. Melville, Fuel Facility: 
Aviation gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage; cold storage plant; $3,399,000. 

Naval Supply Center, Norfolk, Virginia: Bulk storage of aviation gasoline, 
jet fuel, and fuel oil, at Yorktown Annex, Cheatham Annex, and Craney Island 
$12,764,400. 

General Service Supply Office, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: Office building; 
$2,054,600. 

Casco Bay Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine: Aviation gasoline and jet fuel 
bulk storage; fuei oil bulk storage (first increment); $1,666,000. 

Navy bu.k Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine Area: Aviation gasoline and jet 
fuel bulk storage and acquisition of land; $3,520,000. 


MEDICAL FACILITIES 


Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Maryland: Construction of addition to 
medical research laboratory; $1,650,000. 

Naval Medical Supply Depot, Edgewater, New Jersey: Construction of new 
facilities; $1,375,000. 

Naval Hospital, Long Beach, California: Three hundred bed hospital (tem- 
porary construction) ; $3,889,000. 

Naval Hospital, Newport, Rhode Island: Enlargement of operating room 
suite, messhall and galley, building numbered five; improvements to heating 
plant; $789,200. 

Naval Hospital, Norfolk Area: Permanent eight-hundred-bed hospital, in- 
cluding acquisition of land: $2,500,000. 

Naval Hospital, Portsmouth, Virginia: Modernization of power plant; $385,- 


Naval Hospital, Great Lakes, Illinois: Four hundred bed addition in tem- 
porary construction; five hundred bed addition to building numbered 1 in per- 
manent eonstruction, $3,685,000. 

Naval Hospital, San Diego, California: One thousand bed addition in per- 
manent construction, $8,850,000. 


YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Naval Advance Base Depot, Davisville; Rhode Island: Barracks, messhall 
and galley, $3,055,800. 

Naval Inspector of Materials, Munhall, Pennsylvania: Acquisition of land 
and improvements, $137,500. 

Public Works Centers, Norfolk, Virginia: Addition to transportation shop; 
heavy equipment repair shop, $1,674,800. 

Naval Advance Base Depot, Port Hueneme, California: Barracks, messhall 
and galley, $4,000,000. 

Various locations: For restoration or replacement of facilities damaged or 
destroyed and provision for other urgent construction requirements, $5,000,000. 


OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES 


Naval Research Laboratory, Anacostia, District of Columbia: Extension of 
building numbered 2; development of research facilities, $4,075,200. 

Oceanographic Research Laboratory, Woods Hole, Massachusetts: Laboratory 
buildings, $792,000. 
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OvutsipE CoNnTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


FLEET FACILITIES 





Naval Station, Adak, Alaska: Facilities for Net Depot; generation and distribu- 
tion of utilities to dock area; dental clinic; $2,810,000. 

Naval Operating Base, Guam, Marianas Islands: Tracks for gantry crane; 
$227,700. 

Naval Operating Base, Kodiak, Alaska: Completion of bulk fuel distribution 
facilities; eleetronics building; improvements to station access road; extension of 
utilities systems; dredging Women’s Bay; heating and auxiliary power plant; 
barracks; laundry extension $7,677,800. 

Naval Ordnance Facility, Okinawa: Mine and net storage buildings; $555,000. 

Naval Base, Pearl Harbor, Territory of Hawaii: Commissary store building; 
$825,000. 

Naval Station, Sangley Point, Philippine Islands: Cold storage building; 
$498,300. 

Naval Station, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Dispensary (twenty beds); 
Alava dock; refrigerated storehouse; fencing and lighting for security; filtration 
plant and water system; administration building; drainage and resurfacing of 
streets; $5,091,100. 

Fleet. Activity, Yokosuka, Japan: Dredging and extension of quay wall at 
Forrestal Causeway; Marginal wharf along Sherman Seawall; $2,557,500. 









AVIATION FACILITIES 





Naval Air Station, Agana, Guam, Mariana Islands: Additional aviation facilities; 
$4,697,100. 

Naval Station, Argentia, Newfoundland: Additional aviation facilities; 
$3,256,000. 

Naval Air Station, Barber’s Point, Territory of Hawaii: Additional aviation 
facilities; $3,507,900. 

Naval Air Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Additional aviation facilities; 
$2,785,200. 

Naval Air Station, Kodiak, Alaska: Additional aviation facilities; $1,936,500. 

Naval Air Station, Kwajalein, \-arshall Islands: Additional aviation facilities; 
$7,266,200. 

Naval Air Facility, Naha, Okinawa: Additional aviation facilities; $3,864,000. 

Naval Station, Sangley Point, Philippine Islands: Additional aviation facilities; 
$2,198,700. 


























MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 








Naval Air Station, Kaneohe, Territory of Hawaii: Camp for one Marine Air 
Group; $4,206,000. 
COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 





Naval Communication Station, Guam, Marianas Islands: Permanent com- 
munication facilities; $2,323,350. 

Naval Communication Station, Kodiak, Alaska: Consolidated communication 
facilities including buildings, accessory construction and collateral; $7,000,000. 

Naval Communication Facility, Londonderry, North Ireland: Additional facil- 
ities; $550,000. 

Naval Communication Station, Philippine Islands: Consolidated communica- 
tion facilities; $2,694,500. 


ORDNANCE FACILITIES 








Naval Ammunition Depot, Balboa, Canal Zone: Improvement of trestle and 
loading platform at Mindi Pier; $407,000. 

Naval Mine and Net Depot, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Ammunition handling 
pier; improvement of roads and magazine access, $2,381,500. 

Naval Ammunition Depot, Lualualei, Territory of Hawaii: Sewage disposal 
plant; $660,000. 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 







Naval Shipyard, Pearl Harbor, Territory of Hawaii: Extension of building, 
numbered nine; welding facilities on repair basin quays; extension of fire protec- 
tion; drydock numbered two, $636,000. 
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MEDICAL FACILITIES 


Naval Operating Base, Guam, Marianas Islands: Dental clinie building; 


Naval ‘Hospital, Yokosuka, Japan: Barracks; $321,800. 


YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


commas Marianas Islands: Acquisition of easements for roads and utilities, 
5,000. 

Trust Territories, Pacific: Acquisition of land; $1,772,000. 

Various locations: For restoration or replacement of facilities damaged or 
destroyed and provision for other urgent construction requirements, $2,000,000. 

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy, under the direction of the Secretary of 
Defense, is authorized to establish or develop classified ‘military installations and 
facilities by the construction, conversion, installation or equipment of temporary 
public works, including buildings, facilities appurtenances, and utilities, in a total 
amount of $113,531,800. 


TITLE Ill 


Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force, under the direction of the Secretary 
of Defense, is hereby authorized to establish or develop installations and facilities 
by the construction, conversion, installation, or equipment of temporary or 
permanent public works, including buildings, facilities, appurtenances, and 
utilities, as follows: 


CONTINENTAL UNrtTep STATES 
OPERATIONAL SUPPORT FACILITIES 


Alexandria Municipal Airport, Alexandria, Louisiana: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield 
lighting facilities, operational facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, family 
housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $6,548,000. 

Altus Municipal Airport, Altus, Oklahoma: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting 
facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $17,842,000 

Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storege and dispensing facilities, hazard removal, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
training facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, 
utilities, medical facilities, and storage facilities, $17,541,000. 

Ardmore Airfield, Ardmore, Oklahoma: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting 
facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, storage facilities, and shops, $14,188,000. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting 
facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, 
$18,331,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, admin- 
istrative and supporting facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and shops, $16,465,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dis- 
pensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft mante- 
nance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting 
facilities, utilities, and storage facilities, $7,883,000. 

Burlington Airport, Burlington, Vermont: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
and storage facilities, $1,069,000. 

Camp Beale, Marysville, California: Fuel storage and dispensing facilities, com- 
munications facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and support- 
ing facilities, utilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $39,314,000. 
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Camp Wolters, Mineral Wells, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dis- 
pensing facilities, trodp facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting 
facilities, utilities, medical facilities, storage facilities and shops, $14,807,000. 

Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville, Kentucky: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, 
operational facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and support- 
ing facilities, utilities, and shops, $3,026,000. 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, 
utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, and storage facilities, $22,297,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: Fuel storage and dispensing facilities, 
communications facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
training facilities, troop facilities, administrative facilities, utilities, storage 
facilities, and shops, $9,979,000. 

Charleston Airfield, Charleston, South Carolina: Airfield pavements, fuel stor- 
age and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield 
lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 
facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, 
utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, 
$28,444,000. 

Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, administrative 
and supporting facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and shops, $19,139,000. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, operational facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, family 
housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medi- 
cal facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $26,229,000. 

Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, training 
facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, 
utilities, storage facilities, and shops, $2,177,000. 

Ent Air Foree Base, Colorado Springs, Colorado: Troop facilities, family hous- 
ing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, and shops, $2,300,000. 

Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, ‘troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, 
utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, 
$23,023,000. 

Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing farilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, aircraft main- 
tenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, family housing, adminis- 
trative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, and 
shops, $20,341,000. 

Friendship International Airport, Baltimore, Maryland: Airfield pavements, 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and air- 
field lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, train- 
ing facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facili- 
ties, utilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $43,478,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dis- 
pensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, family housing, 
administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, and storage facilities, $896,000. 

George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, troop facilities, adminis- 
trative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, 
$4,099,000. 

Grandview Airport, Kansas City, Missouri: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids facilities, airfield 
lighting and hazard removal, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
training facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting 
facilities, utilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $19,019,000. 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, troop facilities, family housing, utilities, and shops, $2,463,000 

Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, Pennsylvania: Fuel storage and dis- 
pensing facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop facilities, family housing, 
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oon and supporting facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and shops, 
5 

Great Falls Air Foree Base, Great Falls, Montana: Operational facilities, 
troop facilities, utilities, medica! facilities, and storage facilities, $10,151,000. 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, South Carolina: Airfield pavements, 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, navigational aids facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop facilities, family housing, adminis- 
trative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, 
$15,031,000. 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, California: Airfield pavements, airfield 
lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, adminis- 
trative and supporting facilities, utilities. storage facilities, and shops, $3, 429,000. 

Hammer Fieid, Fresno, California: Airfield pavements, fuel storage ‘and dis- 
pensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, 
operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop 
facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land 
acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $22,303,000. 

Hanscom Airport, Bedford, Massachusetts: Airfield pavement, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting 
facilities, hazard removal, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $3,770,000. 

Hensley Naval Air Station, Dallas, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop 
facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, and 
storage facilities, $3,022,000. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communication facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, 
utilities, storage facilities, and shops, $24,451,000. 

Kinross Airfield, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: Airfield pavements, tuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, airfield lighting facilities and 
hazard removal, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 
facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, 
utilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shovs, $6,166,000. 

Lake Charles Airport, L.xke Charles, Louisiana: Airfield pavements, fuel stor- 
age and dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
training facilities, trooy facilities, family housing, administrative and suvvorting 
facilities, utilities, medical fecilities, storage f>.cilities, end shops, $12,817,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications, ne.vigational aids and airfield lighting 
facilities, onerstional facilities, troop fescilities, administrative and supporting 
facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and shons, $19,282,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, 
administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and shops, 
$1,760,000. 

Lawson Air Foree Bese, Columbus, Georgia: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, o»era- 
tional facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, 
administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and shops, 
$9,058,000. 

Limestone Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing fecilities, onerstional facilities, e@ircreft maintenence fecilities, 
troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, 
storage facilities, and shops, $19,181,000. 

Lineco!'n Municinal Airnvort, Lincoln, Nebraska: Airfield pavements, fuel stor- 
age and dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, 
airere ft meintene.nce facilities, training focilities, troop facilities, family housing, 
edninistrative and suyporting facilities, utilities, storage facilities, land acquisi- 
tion, end shops, $29,451,000. 

Lockbourne Air Foree Bese, Columbus, Ohio: Airfield pevements, fuel storage 
and dis»ensing facilities, orerstions! focilities, sirereft meintenence fecilities, 
treining facilities, troop fecilities, administr>.tive snd surrorting facilities, utilities, 
land scauisition, stors.7e facilities, end shops, $18,094,000. 

MacDill Air Force Bose, Tampa, Florids,: Airfield pavements, fuel storage snd 
dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop 
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facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, medical facilities, and 
storage facilities, $9,914,000. 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, California: Fuel storage and dispensing 
facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop facilities, 
administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, medical facilities, and storage 
facilities, $15,390,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, operational facilities, troop facilities, adminis- 
trative and supporting facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and shops, $8,797,000. 

McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Airfield pavements, communi- 
cations facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 
facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, 
utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, and shops, $2,7)7,000. 

MeGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: Airfield pavements, fue! 
storage and dispensing facilities, hazard removal, operational facilities, -troop 
facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, med- 
ical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $23,773,000. 

Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York: Troop facilities, utilities, 
$1,191,000. 

Morrison Field, West Palm Beach, Florida: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications, and airfield lighting facilities, opera- 
tional facilities, aircraft maimtenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, 
family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisi- 
tion, and storage facilities, $8.320,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, Idaho: Airfield pavements, 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, 
operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop 
facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and 
shops, $21,109,000. 

New Castle County Airport, Wilmington, Delaware: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, hazard removal, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, and 
utilities, $1,631,000. 

Niagara Falls Airport, Niagara Falls, New York: Airfield pavements. fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, 
training facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting 
facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, $2,451,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Airfield pavemenis, fuel storage 
and dispensing fatilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, opera- 
tional facilities,- aircraft maintenance facilities, troop facilities, administrative 
and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, and storage 
facilities, $19,063,000. 

O’ Hara International Airport, Chicago, Illinois: Airfield pavements, communi- 
cations facilities, operational facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, family 
housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, and storage facilities, 
$1,892,000. 

Orlando Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Fuel storage and dispensing 
facilities, family housing, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, and shops, 
$699,000. j 

Oscoda Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications facilities, troop facilities, family hous- 
ing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage 
facilities, and shops, $1,633,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Fuel storage and dispensing 
facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, 
utilities, storage facilities, and shops, $3,591,000. 

Oxnard Flight Strip, Oxnard, California: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids facilities, operational! 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop facilities, family housing, admin- 
istrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, 
and shops, $3,987,000. 

Paine Field, Everett, Washington: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dis- 
pensing facilities, communications and navigational aids facilities, aircraft main- 
tenance facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting 
facilities, utilities, $1,522,000. 

Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield 
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lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 
facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, 
medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $20,335,000. ‘ 

Portland Municipal Airport, Portland, Oregon: Airfield pavements, - fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance 
facilities, training facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting 
facilities, storage facilities, and utilities, $1,793,000. 

Portsmouth Municipal Airport, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Airfield pave- 
ments, fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational 
aids facilities and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft mainte- 
nance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative 
and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage 
facilities, and shops, $46,558,000. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: Airfield pavements, fuel stor- 
age and dispensing facilities, operational facilities, family housing, administrative 
and supporting facilities, utilities, $1,507,000. 

Rapid City Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota: Airfield pavements, 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, ad- 
ministrative and supporting facilities, utilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, 
and shops, $17,532,000. 

Sedalia Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Missouri: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, opera- 
tional facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, 
family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, medical facilities, 
storage facilities, and shops, $22,462,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: Operational facilities, 
administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, medical facilities, and shops, 
$3,193,000. 

Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft miantenance facilities, 
troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $15,194,000. 

Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, opera- 
tional facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop facilities, administrative 
and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage 
facilities, and shops, $18,922,000. 

Smoky Hill Air Force, Salina, Kansas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dis- 
pensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, 
operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop 
facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, storage 
facilities, and shops, $24,365,000. 

Stead Field, Reno, Nevada: Troop facilities, administrative facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, and shops, $2,109,000. 

Suffolk County Airport, West Hampton Beach, New York: Airfield pavements, 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, operational facili- 
ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative 
and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, 
$1,982,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, administrative and sup- 
porting facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and shops, $17,561,000. 

Truax Air Force Base, Madison, Wisconsin: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, train- 
ing facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting 
facilities, utilities, medical] facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $4,035,000. 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop facilities, administrative and sup- 
porting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, $7,308,000. 

Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, opera- 
tional facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop facilities, administrative 
and supporting facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and shops, $13,111,000. 

Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachusetts: Airfield pavements, 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facili- 
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ties, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, administrative and sup- 
porting facilities, utilities, medical facilities, and storage facilities, $11,427,000. 

Wold-Chamberlain Field, Minneapolis, Minnesota: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications facilities and hazard removal, 
operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop facilities, family hous- 
ing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, storage facilities and shops, 
$3,969,000. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities. communications, airfield lighting facilities and 
hazard removal, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 
facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, 
utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, 
$6,206,000. 

Various locations: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dispensing facilities, 
communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, admin- 
istrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, 
storage facilities and shops. $23,000,000. 


TRAINING FACILITIES 


Amarillo Airfield, Amarillo, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dispens- 
ing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, 
training facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting 
facilities, utilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $1,814,000. 

Big Spring Municipal Airport, Big Spring, Texas: Airfield pavements, airfield 
lighting facilities, operational facilities, training facilities, family housing, admin- 
istrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, and 
shops, $3,133,000. 

Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, administrative and 
suppers facilities, utilities, land aequisition, and storage facilities, $5,341,000. 

vamp Shoemaker NRS, Shoemaker, California: Fuel storage and dispensing 
facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, training facilities, troop 
facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, medical facilities, 
storage facilities, and shops, $58,422,000. 

Chanute Air Force Base, Rantoul, Illinois: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, administrative and sup- 
porting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, and storage facilities, 
$11,759,000. 

Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, training 
facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, stor- 
age facilities, and shops, $4,670,000. 

Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, train- 
ing facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, storage facilities, and shops, $12,778,000. 

Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Airfield pavements, airfield lighting 
facilities, operational facilities, troop facilities, utilities, and storage facilities, 
$1,822,000. 

Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Airfield pavements, airfield lighting 
facilities, family housing, utilities, and storage facilities, $706,000. 

Foster Field, Victoria, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dispensing 
facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, air- 
craft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, family housing, 

. administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facili- 
ties, storage facilities, and shops, $11,007,000. 

Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyoming: Operational facilities, 
training facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, 
medical facilities, and storage facilities, $7,042,000. 

Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas: Airfield pavements, adminis- 
trative and supporting facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, $1,583,000. 

Harlingen Air Force Base, Harlingen, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, family 
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housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisiton, medical 
facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $15,462,000. 

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions facilities and hazard removal, operational facilities, aireraft maintenance 
facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facili- 
ties, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, 
$43,879,000. 

Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Communications facilities, train- 
ing facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, medical facilities, and storage facilities, $63,753,000. 

Laredo Municipal Airport, Laredo, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, family 
housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medi- 
cal facilities, and shops, $8,577,000. 

Laughlin Field, Del Rio, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dispensing 
facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, air- 
craft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, family housing, 
administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facili- 
ties, storage facilities, and shops, $13,701,000. 

Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, trainin 
facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, lan 
acquisition, storage facilities, and shops, $25,520,000. 

uke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, adminis- 
trative and supporting facilities, and utilities, $267,000. 

Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facili- 
ties, training facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, 
utilities, and storage facilities, $4,024,000. ; 

Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facili- 
ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, family housing, adminis- 
trative and supporting facilities, and utilities, $1,951,000. 

Nellis Air Foree Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Communications facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, administrative and sup- 
porting facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and shops, $1,870,000. 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facili- 
ties, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land 
acquisition, and storage facilities, $2,187,000. 

Pinecastle Air Foree Base, Orlando, Florida: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids, airfield lighting 
facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, 
land aequisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $24,759,000. 

Randolph Air Foree Base, San Antonio, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, and storage 
facilities, $6,450,000. 

Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Aircraft maintenance facilities, and 
utilities, $967,000. 

Sampson Air Force Base, Geneva, New York: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, opera- 
tional facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting 
facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, $9,095,000. 

San Marcos Air Foree Base, San Marcos, Texas: Airfield pavements, family 
housing, and utilities, $157,000. 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois: Airfield pavements, operational facil- 
ities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, adminis- 
trative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, 
storage facilities, and shops, $14,071,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, administrative and sup- 
porting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, 
and shops, $21,291,000. 
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Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance 
facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and port facilities, $928,000. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Operational] facilities, administrative 
and supporting facilities, utilities, and storage facilities, $348,000. 

Wichita Municipal Airport,* Wichita, Kansas: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, family housing, adminis- 
trative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, 
storage facilities, and shops, $37,145,000. 

Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Airfield pavements, airfield lighting 
facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, and storage facilities, 
$1,252,000. 

Various locations: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dispensing facilities, 
communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, admin- 
istrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, 
storage facilities, and shops, $9,250,000. 










, DEPOTS AND LOGISTICAL FACILITIES 
























Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Airfield pavements, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and storage 
facilities, $11,380,000. 

Dayton (Eight Hundred and Sixty-second) United States Air Force Specialized 
Depot, Dayton, Ohio: Aircraft maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, 
utilities, and storage facilities, $13,006,000. 

Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Fuel storage and dispensing facilities 
communications facilities, training facilities, utilities, research, development and 
test facilities, and storage facilities, $8,693 000. 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, and 
land acquisition, $2,935,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Airfield pavements, aircraft mainte- 
nance facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, medical facilities, and storage facilities, $35,444,000. 

Lynn Haven (Petroleum Storage Area), Panama City, Florida: Administrative 
and supporting facilities, $59,000. 

Mallory (Eight Hundred and Thirtieth) United States Air Force Specialized 
Depot, Memphis, Tennessee: Administrative and supporting facilities, $84,000. 

Maywood (Eight Hundred and Twenty-second) United States Air Force Spe- 
rng Nanette Maywood, California: Administrative and supporting facilities, 
$1 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, administrative 
and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, and shops, 
$23,835,000. 

Norton Air Force, San Bernardino, California: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
troop facilities, utilities, land acquisition, research development and test facilities, 
and storage facilities, $6,575,000. 

Olmstead Air Force Base, Middletown and Lancaster, Pennsylvania: Airfield 
pavements, fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and airfield 
lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, adminis- 
trative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, test facilities, storage 
facilities, and shops, $74,093,000. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Airfield pavements, communications 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, utilities, storage 
facilities, and shops, $20,683,000. 

Shelby (Eight Hundred and Thirty-first) United States Air Force Specialized 
Depot, Shelby, Ohio: Utilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, $13,237,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: Airfield pavements, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, utilities, and storage facilities, $8,202,000. 

Topeka (Eight Hundred and Thirty-second) United States Air Force Specialized 
Depot, Topeka, Kansas: Utilities and storage facilities, $352,000. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Airfield pavements, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, 
utilities, research, development and test facilities, medical facilities, storage facili- 
ties, and shops, $35,436,000. 
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Various locations: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dispensing facilities, 
communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop facilities, administrative and su 
porting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, shops, and resear 
development and test facilities, $13,000,000 


COMMUNICATIONS AND NAVIGATIONAL AIDS FACILITIES 
Various locations, $5,830,000. 


RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND TEST FACILITIES 


Bedford Research Center, Bedford, Massachusetts: Administrative and sup- 
porting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, research, development and test 
facilities, and storage facilities, $17,970,000. 

Climatic Projects Laboratory, Mount Washington, New Hampshire: Adminis- 
trative and supporting facilities, land acquisition, research, development and test 
facilities, $223,000 

Cornell Aeronautical Laboratory, Buffalo, New York: Research, development 
and test facilities, $1,500,000. 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
research, dev elopment and test facilities, storage facilities, and sho , $31,441,000. 

Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, communications and airfield lighting facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop facilities, training facilities, ad- 
ministrative and supporting facilities, utilities medical facilities, storage facilities, 
shops, and research, development and test facilities, $45,549,000. 

olloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico: Airfield pavements, 
communications facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, research, 
development and test facilities, and shops, $6,147,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, research, development and test facilities, medical facilities, 
storage facilities, and shops, $8,540,000. 

Headquarters, Research and Development Command, Friendship International 
Airport, Baltimore, Maryland: Troop facilities, administrative and supporting 
facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, $5,446,000. 

Various locations: Research, development and test facilities, $7, 000, 000. 


MISCELLANEOUS FACILITIES 


Various locations: Improvements to existing family housing, $2,173,000; 
modernization of mobilization barracks, $144,347,000; construction for reserve 
forces, $29,511,000; for restoration or replacement of facilities damaged or 
destroyed and provision for other urgent construction requirements, $10,000,000. 


OvutTsipE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


OPERATIONAL SUPPORT FACILITIES 
(Alaskan Area) 


Cape Air Force Base, Umnak Island, Alaska: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop 
facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, and port facilities, 
$2,450,000. 

Eielson Air Force Base, Fairbanks, Alaska: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and support- 
ing facilities, utilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $41,625,000. 

Elmendorf Air Foree Base, Anchorage, Alaska: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, air- 
craft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, family housing, 
administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, medical facilities, storage facili- 
ties, storage facilities, and shops, $97,007,000. 
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Ladd Air Force Base, Fairbanks, Alaska: Fuel storage and dispensing facilities, 
communications facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
training facilities, troop facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting 
facilities, utilities, land acquisition, research, development and test facilities, 
storage facilities, and shops, $67,106,000. 

Naknek Air Force Auxiliary Field, Naknek, Alaska: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, and troop facilities, $750,000. 

Shemya Air Force Base, Shemya Island, Alaska: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop 
facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, and utilities, $2,450,000. 

Thornbrough Air Foree Base, Cold Bay, Alaska: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop 
facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, and port facilities, 
$2,450,000. 

(Atlantic Area) 


Kindley Air Force Base, St. George, Bermuda: Airfield pavements, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, medical 
facilities, and storage facilities, $12,378,000. 

Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, communications facilities, operational facilities, training 
facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, and 
storage facilities, $18,000,000. 

(Pacific Area) 


Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands: Airfield pavements, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance 
facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, and storage facilities, 
$10,094,000. 

Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston Island: Operational facilities, 
troop facilities, family housing, utilities, storage facilities, shops, and port facilities, 
$5,885,000. 

Various locations: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dispensing facilities, 
communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, 
administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, medical facilities, storage 
facilities, shops, and port facilities, $21,649,000. 

Various locations, Okinawa: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dispensing 
facilities, communications, savlaaticnsl aids and airfield lighting facilities, 
operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop 
facilities, family housing, administrative and supporting facilities, utilities, 
storage facilities, and shops, $63,874,000. 


(Various Locations) 


Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications, 
navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, troop facilities, administrative and supporting facilities, 
utilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, and shops, $21,000,000. 


DEPOTS AND LOGISTICAL FACILITIES 


Various locations: Airfield pavements, fuel storage and dispensing facilities; 
communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operationa 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop facilities, admin- 
istrative and supporting facilities, utilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, 
and shops, $3,000,000. 


COMMUNICATIONS AND NAVIGATIONAL AIDS FACILITIES 


Various locations: $9,702,000. 


MISCELLANEOUS FACILITIES 


Various locations: Prefab buildings, $10,000,000, for restoration or replace- 
ment of facilities damaged or destroyed and provision for other urgent construc- 
tion requirements, $26,000,000. 
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Sec. 302..The Secretary of the Air Force, under the direction of the Secretary 
of Defense, is authorized to establish or develop classified military installations 
and facilities by the construction, conversion, installation, or equipment of. tem- 
porary public works, including buildings, facilities, appurtenances, and utilities, 
in a total amount of $1,071,638,000. 


TITLE IV 


Sec. 401. The Seeretary of the Army, the Secretary of the Navy, and the 
Secretary of the Air Force, under the direction of the Secretary of Defense, are 
respectively authorized to establish or develop joint military installations and 
facilities by the construction, conversion, installation, or equipment of temporary 
or permanent public works, including buildings, facilities, appurtenances, and 
utilities, as follows: 

By the Secretary of the Army: $40,766,000. 

By the Secretary of the Navy: $10,000,000. 

By the Secretary of the Air Force: $38,000,000. 

Sec. 402. The Secretary of the Army, the Secretary of the Navy, and the 
Secretary of the Air Force, with the approval of the Secretary of Defense, are 
respectively authorized to provide facilities, by the construction, conversion, 
installation, or equipment of temporary or permanent buildings, appurtenances, 
and utilities, for use as post or naval exchanges, theaters, auditoriums, restaurants, 
cafeterias, or other facilities intended primarily for welfare and morale purposes 
and for the use of which fees or other charges may be imposed, as follows: 

By the Secretary of the Army: $15,000,000. 

By the Secretary of the Navy: $5,000,000. 

By the Secretary of the Air Force: $25,000,000. 


TITLE V 
CENERAL PROVISIONS 


Sec. 501. (a) The Secretary of the Army, the Secretary of the Navy, and the 
Secretary of the Air Foree, under the direction of the Secretary of Defense, are 
respectively authorized, in order to establish or develop the installations and 
facilities as authorized by this Act, to acquire lands and rights pertaining theréto, 
or other interests therein, including the temporary use thereof, by donation, 
purchase, exchange of Government-owned lands, or otherwise, without regard to 
section 3648, Revised Statutes, as amended. When necessary, construction of a 
public works project authorized by this Act may be commenced prior to approval 
of title to the underlying land by the Attorney General as required by section 355, 
Revised Statutes, as amended. 

(b) In instances where it becomes necessary to acquire land by condemnation, 
certificate of taking or otherwise, the Secretary of Defense, in his discretion, is 
authorized to compensate the owner of said land for the inconvenience, disloca- 
tion, loss of the use of said land and for all other losses and damages sustained by 
said owner, which compensation shall be in addition to all other payments: now 
authorized by law: Provided, however, That said additional compensation shall 
in no event exceed 25 per centum of the value of the land and appurtenances 
thereunto belonging: Provided further, That the authority herein shall be confined 
to acquisitions under authority of this Act. 

Sec. 502. There are hereby authorized to be appropriated such sums of money 
as may be necessary to accomplish the purposes of this Act, but not to exceed: 

(1) For publie works authorized by title I: Inside continental United States, 
$890,450,398; outside continental United States, $175,341,130; classified facilities, 
$302,234,000; or a total of $1,368,025,528. 

(2) For public works authorized by title II: Inside continental United States, 
$597,758,650; outside continental United States, $74,977,154; classified facilities, 
$113,531,800; or a total of $786,267,600. 

(3) For public works authorized by title III: Inside continental United States, 
$1,993,603,800; outside continental United States, $415,420,000; classified facilities, 
$1,071,638,000; or a total of $3,480,661,800. 

(4) For public works authorized by title IV: Department of the Army, 
$55,766,000; Department of the Navy, $15,000,000; and Department of the Air 
Force, $63,000,000. 

Sec. 503. Any of the approximate costs enumerated in tiles I, II, and IIT of 
this Act may, in the discretion of the Secretary concerned, be varied upward 10 
per centum and, with the concurrence of the Director of the Bureau of the Budget, 
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by such further amounts as may be necessary to meet unusual cost variations, 
but the total cost of all work so enumerated under each of such titles shall not 
exceed the total appropriations authorized in respect of such title by section 502 
of this Act. 

Sec. 504. There are hereby authorized to be appropriated funds for advance 
planning, construction design and architectural services in connection with public 
works projects which are not otherwise authorized by law in such amounts as 
may be provided in the appropriation Act.concerned. Such sums as are appro- 
priated shall remain available until expended when specifically provided in the 
appropriation Act. 

Sec. 505. There are hereby authorized to be appropriated funds for acquisition 
of land, installation of outside utilities, and site preparation for housing projects 
to be constructed under title VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 
Such funds may be expended by the respective military departments for housing 
— when the Secretary of Defense, after consultation with the Federal 

ousing Commissioner, determines that ‘such housing projects should be con- 
structed and that such expenditures are essential to the construction of satis- 
factory housing. Such expenditures may not exceed an average of $1,500 per 
housing unit in respect of any housing project, and shall not exceed an average of 
$1,000 per housing unit in respect of all housing projects for which expenditures 
are approved under the provisions of this section. 

Sec. 506. No family quarters shall be constructed under the authority of this 
Act with a net floor area in excess of one thousand two hundred and fifty square 
feet, and the average net floor area of all such family quarters shall not exceed 
one thousand and eighty square feet. 

Sec. 507. Appropriations made to carry out the purposes of this Act shall be 
available with respect to projects authorized by law for expenses incident to 
construction, including administration, overhead, planning and supervision. 

Sec. 508. Any project authorized by this Act may be prosecuted under direct 
appropriations or authority to enter into contracts in lieu of such appropriations. 


TITLE VI 


Sec. 601. The Secretary of the Army, the Secretary of the Air Force, the 
Secretary of the Navy, or the Administrator of the Federal Civil Defense Admin- 
istration, as the case may be, or his designee, shall come into agreement with the 
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and of the House of Representatives 
with respect to those real-estate actions by or for the use of the military depart- 
ments or the Federal Civil Defense Administration that are described in (a) 
through (@) below, and in the manner therein described. 

(a) Acquisitions of real property where fee title is to be acquired. The agree- 
ment to be reached with respect to the acquisitions described in this subsection 
shall be based on general plans for the project, which shall include an estimate 
of the total cost of the lands to be acquired. 

(b) All leases to the United States of real property having an annual rental in 
excess of $10,000. In those cases where the project involves a group of individual 
leases, the agreement to be reached shall be based on general plans for the project, 
which shall include an estimate of the total cost of leasing such lands. 

(c) Leases of Government-owned real property where the annual rental is in 
excess of $10,000, except that agreement with the committees shall not be required 
with respect to leases for agricultural or grazing purposes. 

(d) All transfers of Government-owned real property under the jurisdiction of 
the military departments or the Federal Civil Defense Administration to other 
Federal agencies, or to States, including those transfers between the military 
departments. 

(e) All reports of excess Government-owned real property to a disposal agency. 

Sec. 602. This Act shall apply only to real property within the continental 
limits of the United States, the Territory of Alaska, the Territory of Hawaii, and 
Puerto Rico. This Act shall not apply to real property pertaining to river and 
harbor and flood-control projects. 

Sec. 603. A recital of compliance with this Act in any instrument of conveyance, 
including leases, to the effect that the requirements of this Act have been complied 
with or, in the alternative, that the conveyance or lease is not affected by this 
Act shall be conclusive evidence thereof. 

Sec. 604. Section 407 of the Act approved January 6, 1951 (Publie Law 910, 
Eighty-first Congress), and the second proviso contained in the first section of 
the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to proceed with 
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the construction of certain public works, and for other purposes’’, approved April 4,. 
1944 (58 Stat. 190), and the last sentence of section 1 of the Act of August 5,. 
1947 (ch. 493, 61 Stat. 774) are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 605. This title shall take effect on the effective date of this Act. 

Passed the House of Representatives August 14, 1951. 

Attest: 

Raven R. Roserts, Clerk. 

Chairman Russe.u. I have introduced a companion bill in the 
Senate at the request of the Department of Defense. That bill bears. 
the number S. 1708. 

The House Armed Services Committee has held very exhaustive 
hearings on this bill, commencing about the Ist of July. They had 
28 different sessions, I understand, and heard over a hundred and 
fifty witnesses, and therefore made a very painstaking examination of 
all of the items in the measure. 

The record of that testimony is, of course, available to the members 
of this committee, and we have copies of the hearings on the com- 
mittee table. 

The House committee adopted reductions amounting to approxi- 
mately $800,000,000 and the authorization in the House bill before 
us is $5,780,000,000. 

I hope that the Department of Defense has carefully scrutinized all 
of the reductions in the House bill. I understand that they were 
mainly extensions of authorizations that did not provide legislative 
authorization for work that could not be performed within the next 
year, and in order to get this bill to the President’s desk as speedily 
as possible, I hope that we will be able to keep to a minimum any 
changes or alterations in the House bill. 

This, of course, is one of the “must”’ bills that are pending before 
the Congress, and it must be enacted into law before the Congress 
can recess. 

We have been delayed in our hearings on this bill by a number of 
things. Most recently it was brought about by the hearings on the: 
European aid measure. We have now a fairly clear field, and it is 
my purpose to have the committee meet in daily session and make 
every effort to expedite action. 

We, of course, will go into any item in this bill as thoroughly as 
any member of the committee wishes to do so. I hope that we may 
limit the witnesses to the minimum that will be consistent in informing 
this committee as to the content of the bill. 

The first witness before us today is the Honorable Robert A. 
Lovett, who is the Deputy Secretary of Defense. 

We are always glad to have you with us, Mr. Lovett. We will be 
very happy to have you advise with the committee with respect to 
this important legislation. 
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STATEMENT OF HON. ROBERT A. LOVETT, DEPUTY SECRETARY 
OF DEFENSE; ACCOMPANIED BY W. J. McNEIL, ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (COMPTROLLER); AND KARL R. 
BENDETSEN, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE ARMY (GENERAL 
MANAGEMENT) 


Mr. Lovett. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I have a prepared statement. If it meets the pleasure of the com- 
mittee, I will read that, sir. 

Chairman Russe.u. Yes, sir; you may proceed. _.. 

Mr. Loverr. During the past year the Department of Defense has 
had the question of the size, equipment and deployment of the military 
forces of the United States under almost constant review. The 
problem might well be divided into three major areas: first, that of 
military personnel; second, that of equipment and supplies; and, 
third, the military bases needed to support an adequate force. 

The first of these problems was dealt with by this committee in 
hearings, starting early this year, on the bill which extended the Draft 
Act and provided a foundation for the establishment of a universal 
military training program. The second of the problems, that of 
equipment and supplies, has been dealt with by the Congress in three 
supplemental appropriation acts for fiscal year 1951 and in the appro- 

riation request now pending before the Congress for fiscal year 1952. 
‘The Military Public Works Authorization bill now before this com- 
mittee deals with the third major area of our expansion problem; 
namely, the provision of adequate airfields, posts, camps, stations, 
depots, bases, and other facilities needed to meet the operational 
requirements of the approved forces and to permit the utilization of 
the newer types of equipment to be delivered to such forces during 
the next 10 years. 

All three of these areas are mentioned because each area is inter- 
dependent upon the other. The manpower without adequate guns, 
tanks, airplanes, ships, ammunition, and other supplies are of limited 
value and even if all of these are available they are not fully effective 
without adequate bases from which to operate. 

During the past fiscal year we requested authority of the Congress 
for public works items needed to meet urgent operational require- 
ments in the amount of $1,861,000,000. In the bill before you the 
military departments are requesting the additional operational 
facilities needed ‘adequately to support and to make effective the 3.6 
million man, forces provided for in the fiscal year 1952 budget. This 
bill as passed by the House of Representatives, H. R. 4914, sub- 
stantially meets these requirements. 

The three military departments started to develop this program 
shortly after the decision by the National Security Council, in Decem- 
ber of 1950, as to the size and character of forces to be recommended 
for fiscal year 1952. In developing the public works program, 
recognition was given to the fact that forces of this approximate size 
would no doubt have to be maintained over a considerable period of 
time. The initial estimates of requirements by the three military 
departments, for additional public works projects totaled in excess of 
$12 billion. I think it is fair to describe these initial statements of 
requirements as a listing of all the facilities that would be desirable in 
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meeting all of the operational. and administrative, recreational, 
religious, and welfare demands, including a very substantial amount 
for family housig within the continental United States. 

Because of the size and character of the public works program which 
must be undertaken, and in recognition of the need for an orderly 
process of review, the three military departments, jointly with the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense, developed certain ground rules 
which were utilized in evaluating the need and urgency of individual 
projects. Generally, the ground rules provided: 

1. That new construction would be limited, where possible, to 
operational items needed to permit approved forces to be maintained 
in an effective operational condition. 

2. That existing and available facilities would be utilized to the 
maximum extent possible, and that replacements should not be con- 
sidered if the facility could be utilized one or more additional years; 
that no facilities in stand-by condition would be reactivated if it were 
more economical to utilize presently active defense installations. 

3. That expansion beyond the immediate requirements for ammu- 
nition shipping facilities, staging areas, expansion of general storage 
facilities, and improvement of utilities would be detocred for con- 
sideration in future requests insofar as such course could be safely 
followed. 

4. That with reference to housing, particularly within the conti- 
nental United States, maximum utilization would be made of title 
VIII of the: Federal Housing Act whieh permits construction by 
private capital of living quarters for Department of Defense personnel 
and their dependents. 

5. That maximum use would be made of existing medical facilities 
regardless of the service currently having jurisdiction over such facili- 
ties, and that new construction would be limited to additional require- 
ments or replacement of medical facilities that are in such condition 
that they could not be used for at least one additional year. 

6. That recreational and welfare facilities should be limited to those 
which are necessary to supplement facilities available in nearby com- 
munities and demonstrably necessary for the proper care of the effec- 
tive combatant forces. 

7. That estimates for overseas base construction should be con- 
sidered and included in a public-works request in such a manner as 
to permit achieving an equitable distribution of the costs between 
countries whose defense capabilities were increased thereby. 

8. That, in general, permanent and semipermanent facilities would 
be constructed in order to avoid the wasteful practice of building 
temporary structures that might require early replacement and those 
that have high maintenance costs. 

9. That facilities construction be time-phased within the expansion 
of the forces and the delivery and contemplated use of new equipment. 

10. That authority be provided for the early detailed planning of 
complete facilities, in order to prevent the hasty and uneconomical 
construction practices of projects contemplated to be undertaken. 

The first step in the development of this bill was the submission 
of projects by station commanders and field commands, in accordance 
with the requirements of their missions. These items were screened 
at all echelons and were finally consolidated at the service level, and 
prior to the applitation of the ground ‘rules, totaled more than $12 
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billion, as I mentioned previously. Based on the ground rules, the 
program of each department was reviewed by a board, whose chair- 
man was an Under or Assistant Secretary, and whose members were 
drawn from the general and flag officers most conversant with the 
needs of the service. Concurrently, special groups of advisers to 
each of the service secretaries were formed, consisting of eminent 
civilian engineers, industrialists, contractors, and businessmen. These 
civilian consultants performed a great service to the departments, 
by lending their experience and operating knowledge to the task of 
establishing a rational priority among the hundreds of construction 
projects submitted. Throuzh their ‘efforts, and the efforts of the 
professional staffs of the departments, the most essential of the proj- 
ects included in the program were selected and included in the 
departmental listings. 

Separate and apart from these reviews within the military depart- 
ments, the Office of the Secretary of Defense secured the services of 
Mr. M. J. Madigan, Mr. John F. Hennessy, and Gen. James K. 
Herbert, all of whom have very wide experience in the construction 
industry and are experienced with military needs. These gentlemen 
spent over a month in Washington looking over the proposed programs, 
visited various sites and made suggestions and recommendations as 
to areas where substantial savings or deferments might be made and 
still provide adequately for the immediate operational needs of the 
military departments. 

The result of these-reviews by so’many separate groups of out- 
standingly gy people has, in my opinion, resulted in as sound 
a program for the hard core of facilities required for our presently 
authorized 3.6 million man establishment as can be assembled in the 
time available. The various review processes reduced the initial 
listings from an ag, regal of over $12 billion to the total of $6.7 
billion covered by the authorization bill originally approved by the 
Bureau of the Budget and presented to the Congress. The bill was 
further reduced by action of the House of Representatives to $5.78 
billion included in H. R. 4914 which is now before your committee. 

The breakdown among the services is as follows: 




















Army: 
Title 1... =. ‘ pa Aas geidgehiie ....--.-- $1, 368, 025, 528 
Tithe IV...... ; bees ink ‘ gad 55, 766, 000 










1, 423, 791, 528 








Total _ - 






Navy: : 
itee BE ss re itil 2 seks 786, 267, 000 
Title IV_ ; : 15, 000, 000 


Pees 801, 267, 000 


Air Force: 
<i 21k... - : _ 3, 480, 661, 800 
Title 1V- ; 63, 000, 000 









Total... _.- ne 3, 543, 661, 800 


The major reductions addi in ne Tues consisted of holding the 
current authorization for Army and Navy facilities to the amount 
included in the 1952 appropriation requests. Most of these reductions 
can be accepted, at this time, without serious effect on the over-all 
program, but in some special cases, it is the opinion of the Department 
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of Defense that it is desirable to provide full authorization for the 
complete project at this time. The military departments will identify. 
these items and indicate why, in their opinion, it would be desirable 
to provide greater authorization at present. 

It is felt that this requested additional authorization will provide a 
firm base for logical planning of the full scope of these projects, with 
a resultant saving of both time and money when funds become 
available in future years. Full appropriations were not requested in 
1952 even though the need for the entire project exists now, in an 
attempt to do first and essential things first, and spread the cost over 
a period of time. In many instances, programs were spread over 2 or 
more years because of the impossibility or mpracticability of attempt- 
ing to start all construction required at one location within a short 
period of time. These items will be discussed during the service 
presentations. 

Based upon the list of projects contained in the bill now before 
you, for which authorization is requested, the military departments 
will request financing in the regular 1952 appropriation bill for facili- 
ties in whole or in part in the aggregate sum of $4.6 billion as follows: 


BONE aS. in inc aeiek ae a p hijacks agleietadal tees dil yy ics argsies lig ~ Seal ws ace ado phe a ae . $1, 
Navy -- 
Air Foe. 
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When outlining earlier the ground rules used in evaluating public- 
works projects included in this bill, it was stated that maximum 
reliance would be placed upon the provision of family housing through 
the use of title VIII of the National Housing Act. The members of 
this committee will, I hope, agree that to satisfactorily maintain a 
military establishment over a period of time, adequate family hous- 
ing must be provided at or near most of the major military installa- 
tions. However, because of the high priority that must be assigned 
to direct operational requirements and because of the expected avail- 
ability of title VIII of the National Housing Act, we have requested 
limited family housing in the authorization bill. Newly established 
stations have generally been limited to five sets of family quarters 
and at existing stations no additional housing has been requested if 
five or more “on station’’ houses are now available, except for a few 
unusual cases where, in the opinion of the military departments, it would 
not be possible to secure needed housing through private financing. 

For the most part our experience with construction under title VIII 
of the National Housing Act has been satisfactory. Since this pro- 

ram was undertaken less than 2 years ago 29,949 units have either 
ee completed or are now under construction; 3,960 units are under 


commitment from Federal Housing Administration and construction 
will be initiated in the immediate future; and 8,561 units have been 
submitted and are now under review by the Federal Housing Adminis- 
tration. 

By way of comparison, the military departments prior to the initia- 
tion of this title VIII we 2 had available about 23,000 sets of per- . 


manent-type quarters. This program will, by the end of this year, 
have more than doubled the available number of quarters of per- 
manent-type construction. 
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In addition, 29,256 units programed by the three military depart- 
ments are under various stages ideas preparatory to their early sub- 
mission to Federal Housing Administration, and 21,000 others are 
under consideration with the departments. 

Another area which warrants special mention is the military depart- 
ment requests for overseas construction. While the Secretaries of the 
three military departments will provide the committee with details 
of this program, it should be noted that the arrangements under which 
this country is to assist in providing overseas bases is subject to current 
negotiation between this Government and the several allied govern- 
ments involved. 

In summary, the Department of Defense. believes that the ground 
rules which were applied, together with the review processes which 
have been outlined herein, have resulted in an authorization bill which 
provides for the immediate support and effective utilization of the 
foeces which have been approved for fiscal year 1952. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Russevi. Mr. Secretary, I noticed that you state this 
program was divided or planned on a 10-year basis to meet the opera- 
tional requirements and permit the utilisetion of equipment to be 
delivered during the next 10 years. 

Was that 10-year period selected arbitrarily? 

Mr. Lovert. No, sir; that is not 

Chairman Russeiit. Why was it selected? 

Mr. Lovett. That is a figure of consequence to the extent that 
facilities, for example, in the nature of warehouses and facilities such 
as the extension of fields required by jet aircraft should have a putative 
life of at least this number of vears. 

I endeavored to give the impression that the type of construction 
in these facilities is not to be the tar-paper type which we used on a 
short-time mobilization basis before. 

Chairman Russe.v. I understand. But is it desired now to meet 
the 3% million armed forces total over all in the Armed Forces? 

Mr. Loverr. Yes, Mr. Chairman. This entire program is related 
to the authorized forces for July 1, 1952, and is limited to facilities 
to support those strengths. 

Chairman Russe... As I recall, you stated that you were planning to 
use existing medical facilities to they maximum extent without regard 
to the branch of the service which had control of the facility. Do we 
conclude from that the Defense Establishment has thoroughly inte- 
grated the medical services whereby they are available on an equal 
basis to each branch of the service? 

Mr. Loverr. I do not, Mr. Chairman, think that thoroughly or 
fully integrated, is perhaps an accurate description of it. Each of the 
services will cross-service the other to the full extent of their capacities, 
so that in an Army hospital you might have naval and, of course, air 
personnel. In a naval hospital you have the other services equally 
welcome. 

Chairman Russe.u. In your testimony you referred to the fact 
that some contribution would be made to the cost of overseas facilities 
by those countries which have the financial ability to make such 
contributions. 

Are any substantial sums being contributed by any of the countries 
where we are building these bases overseas? 

88605—51——3 
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Mr. Loverr. We are in negotiation now, Mr. Chairman, on a 
series of bases in north Africa and also in metropolitan France. I 
would like to speak to that point for a moment, if you will permit me 
to go off the record. 

Chairman Russeuy. Yes; I anticipated you would say that. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Chairman Russexu. For the record, Mr. Secretary, in the course 
of your statement you gave a breakdown of these expenditures by 
services and by titles. I assume that title I relates to the Army 
construction, title II to the Navy, and title III to the Air Force. 

Mr. Loverr. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russe.y. But you refer to title I1V under each of those 
headings. You might make a statement for the record as to what is 
embraced in title IV. 

Mr. McNem. Title IV covers, in general, items which are for the 
benefit of all services that have been assigned to one service, as execu- 
tive agent, for presentation and justification. They were put in 
title [V for convenience in separating that class of item from projects 
of primary interest to the sponsering department. 

Chairman RusseExu. So all of the items ia title IV are items of 
that type? 

Mr. McNett. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russe t. | notice that the language of title IV indicates 
that these facilities will be used jointly by more than one branch of 
the service. 

Mr. McNet. That is what I had reference to when I mentioned 
that the items in title IV under the Army, for example, were not 
entirely for Army use or not so clearly of primary interest to the Army 
as to be included in title 1, but that they would be handled by the 
Army as executive agent for all three. 

Chairman RussE... I see. 

Senator Bridges? 

Senator Bripges. Mr. Lovett, the other day when Chairman 
Russell of this committee and I were down at the White House with 
you on the general subject of military aid and foreign service, we 
talked about a matter of the customs or import duties of some coun- 
tries or one country in particular, in attempting to put on matériel 
which we were sending over there for the purpose of constructing 
bases, which would help to defend them as well as ourselves. It has 
been circulated—this story has been circulated—around, and there is 
a good basis of truth for it, and you courteously called me up on the 
telephone afterwards and gave me further details. 

1 wondered—because that question is going to be raised and will 
be raised, as I have been notified—if you ought to clarify it on the 
record here. 

Mr. Loverr. Yes; Senator Bridges, I would like to speak to that 
point. The separate services can give you the details on it. 

Senator Bripces. Yes. 

Mr. Loverr. In north Africa, in particular, to which you had 
reference in our previous conversation, so far we have paid no duties 
on the equipment and on the supplies which we have sent in there. 

The arrangements really gave us approximately the right that the 
French Army has in that area. Most of their imports are things like 
ammunition and military equipment. There has, however, been a 
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move on in the colonial government, presumably, as part of a general 
move, to try to charge us import duties on other necessary things; 
We have resisted that, and the matter is under current discussion. 

Senator Srennis. What Government is that now? 

Mr. Loverr. This is France. 

Senator Srennis. France. 

Mr. Loverr. We are talking about the French colonial department, 
French colonial government. 

Senator Bripers. For your background 

Senator Stennis. I think I caught it. I did not mean to interrupt. 

Senator Bripees (continuing). There is a very strong feeling 
around the Senate on this and I thought it ought to be clarified. 

Mr. Loverr. We take the position, Senator Bridges, that if we put 
operating equipment in there, military equipment, that it is improper 
to attempt to charge us an import duty on the gasoline and fuel for 
that equipment, to take that as a single example, so that we have 
declined to deal on that basis, and we have so far not been paying 
such import duties. 

The other aspect of the problem is that under the general NATO 
terms, the reservation of sovereignty by the host country involves, of 
course, the retention of the right for the imposition of duties of one 
sort or another. That is one of the points which has to be clarified 
in connection with the operation of these bases in metropolitan 
France, in Britain, and in the other NATO countries. 

Chairman Russety. The imposition of duties, is it based on sov- 
ereignty rather than the claim that so much of it gets into the black 
market that they have to impose a duty in self-defense? I was in 
North Africa in 1943—you referred to gasoline—they were doing a 
tremendously flourishing business in gasoline from our services in the 
black market there, although the French had gotten out the auto- 
mobiles that had not been running for 2 or 3 years, and were operating 
them with gasoline that they claimed had come into the black market. 

| wonder if that entered into the claim of their right to impose 
duties? 

Mr. Lovett. I should doubt it, Mr. Chairman, because duties 
could be claimed on all sorts of things which a black market could 
not handle. For example, strictly applied, their claim could attach 
to bulldozers and heavy earth-moving equipment, cranes, construc- 
tion items. 

Senator Bringes. Mr. Secretary, as one member of this com- 
mittee, and I think it is shared—my views are shared—by a very 
substantial number in the Senate that I have heard discuss this 
matter—I just want to say that I hope that you will be very firm on 
this matter, because I cannot think of anything that would be more 
distasteful to the American people or to me as a United States Senator 
or member of this committee than to feel that we were being high- 
jacked, blackjacked, into paying customs duties on material which 
we are furnishing these other countries to defend themselves as well 
as for our own security; and I just hope you will be very strong and 
very positive and very set on this policy. 

Senator Srennis. I want to join in that, Senator, most heartily, 
too, Mr. Chairman. It is shocking to me to think that that situation 
even has to be dealt with or considered, 
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Mr. Loverr. We feel very strongly about this where it relates, of 
gourse, to the supplies, military equipment, and general equipage 
that we would take in. 

The countries involved, however, do face a problem when it gets 
into the personal belongings, the things which do find their way, 
Mr. Chairman, into the black market. That is an area in which their 
case has a certain amount of merit. 

- A man can bring in his initial personal belongings with him, and 
we have such arrangements with some of our neighbors, but the 
query which they raise is how frequently can he bring in such things; 
ean he get shipments from this country every week or every month; 
can he take in, for example, his personal automobile duty-free, and 
then sell it over there? ‘Those are the problems that are corollary to 
this basic one. We feel absolutely solid, however, on the basic point. 

Chairman Russe.u. I support that to the utmost, and these 
corollary issues to which you refer. It seems to me it could be handled 
through proper regulations and discipline in our forces there, whereby 
we could protect them on cases of that kind where a man might have 
cigarettes mailed to him, a carton or two from the States every week, 
or sell his automobile over there, we just have to have a very thorou 
system of cooperation with the men to see that they do not violate the 
customs duties that would rightfully accrue as personal transactions, 
as contradistinguished from over-all construction of the bases. 

Mr. Lovett. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russguui. Anything else? Senator Saltonstall? 

Senator SatronsTALu. | would like to ask Mr. Lovett just one or 
two questions. 

Mr. Lovett, in item 7 on page 4 of our mimeographed copy of your 
statement, you say: 

That estimates for oversea-base construction should be considered and included 
in a public-works request in such a manner as to permit achieving an equitable 
distribution of the costs between countries whose defense capabilities were 
increased thereby. 

Is the explanation of that in the explanation that you gave Senator 
Russell? 

Mr. Lovert. Yes, sir. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. In other words, you are trying to work out 
how much France and Belgium and the others should contribute to 
common airfield construction even though we might be the ones who 
are going to use it? 

Mr. Lovert. That is correct, sir. 

May I go off the record to explain that a moment, sir? 

Chairman Russg.u. Yes. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator SALTONSTALL. On page 6 you state: 


* * * it is the opinion of the Department of Defense that it is desirable to 
provide full authorization for the complete project at this time. 


Does that mean that you are asking this committee to increase the 
amount of the House authorization as contained in H. R. 4914? 

Mr. Loverrt. In a few instances, that is correct, sir. The House 
approved in their authorization bill a total of $5.7 billion against 
a request of $6.6 billion. 
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The three services have a few items, the importance of whieh they 
feel justifies their appealing to this committee for the restoration of 
authority. 

The Army, for example, will request the restoration of about 
$75,000,000; the Navy, which was heavily cut in the House bill in 
facilities, notably in their air facilities, will request $173,000,000 
the largest amounts being for naval air facilities; and the Air Force 
requests $33,000,000 in a special facilities appeal. 

Senator SaLtronsTaLu. So that there will be a request of $281 
million added to the House bill for us to consider? 

Mr. Loverr. That is correct, sir; approximately that figure. 

Senator SatronstautL. Can you refer to exhibit 6 of the House 
report, which is just the subject we have been talking about—I think 
I just wanted to make myself clear—to make it clear to me. That 
is on page 26. Does that exhibit mean that the original House bill, 
H. R. 4914, requested $6.5 billion, and that the House cut it down to 
$5.7 billion, or a cut of $792 million; is that correct? 

Mr. Loverr. That is correct, sir. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. So, what you are now requesting is that on 
that 792 million you want us to put back 281 million? 

Mr. Loverr. The three services will justify their appeal on that 
basis, Senator Saltonstall. 

Senator SautTonsTaLL. May I ask one question on a different 
subject. You talk about housing in this bill for individuals, family 
housing. Is it anticipated that new townships will be requested in 
—- of these built-up communities anyplace? 

r. Loverr. New townships? 

Senator SattonsTaLL. Yes. I have in mind the trouble that we 
have been going through with the municipal running of a town like 
Oak Ridge in the atom-bomb area, and the great problems that we 
have, because it really was not conceived in our Constitution. Do 
you conceive of any new townships in this bill? 

Mr. Lovert. I do not think so. 

Mr. McNett. I can think of none, sir, that comes in that category. 

Mr. Loverr. I cannot think of one. 

Mr. McNet. Speaking generally, there are stations where we 
now have, for example, three houses—there probably should be five 
sets of quarters on the station for people who have ‘‘on station” 
responsibility. Generally, that is the pattern that has been followed, 
to limit them to five at this time. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. So that it would be not outside of the military 
areas, you think? 

Mr. McNew. There are, in addition, certain locations in the 
country which are a long way from any center of population. 

Senator SaLtronsTa.Lu. That is what I had in mind. 

Mr. McNew. Notably two or three in the California desert where 
some housing is being provided for over and above the five, because 
it is not practicable to secure local housing—nor is it possible to 
expect private capital to provide it. 

However, the big portion, numerically, of the housing needs will 
be provided under title VIII which is housing built by private capital 
with the Government guaranteeing the mortgage. 

Senator SaLtronstTaLL. Mr. McNeil, have you considered it at all 
in the areas in California where the land is not owned by the Govern- 
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an is built outside—have you considered the municipal problem 
at all? 

Mr. Loverr. Well, if the military is building it with appropriated 
housing, it will be on Government land; it will be on Government 
property. It is where private capital is building the homes under 
title VIII, and generally that is a local municipal problem. 

Senator SaLtTonsTaLu. Yes, but when you say it is a local municipal 
problem will it not be like Oak Ridge which has given the Congress 
an awful lot of trouble? 

Mr. McNett. No; I ean think of nothing that can compare to a 
town like Oak Ridge, which is, in effect, a Federal city. 

Senator SaLronsTaLL. So, we will put it this way, then: these 
units in isolated places that are built up outside of the Government 
reservation by private capital will be privately owned and will arrange 
for their own municipal government. 

Mr. Loverr. That is correct, sir. 

Senator SALronsTaLu. Another subject that has been giving us an 
awful lot of trouble over the past few years is down in Morocco. 
ae to the chairman that there were a number of airfields, I 
think—— 

Mr. Loverr. No; that was in France, metropolitan France. 

Senator SaLronstaLL. How are you handling the question of the 
Moroccan imports and so forth with relation to the American citizens 
who are there, as opposed to the French Government getting special 
privileges for the French Moroccans over and above the American 
people who are there? Have you considered that problem at all? 

Mr. Loverr. If I understand you correctly, Senator Saltonstall, 
we have at the present time an arrangemeat ta North Africa where 
an American contractor goes in to take a contract on the whole air- 
field, we will say. He hires local labor. The rate of pay for that 
labor is fixed by the French Departmeat of Public Works, and we pay 
for that local labor at the local scale, whereas the American labor, 
the contractors, the foremen, and machine operators receive a very 
much higher pay, including an allowance for their families. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. That was not quite the problem, Mr. Lovett, 
that. was presented to us. The problem that was presented to us, I 
think, is somewhat like this: Assume that some American citizens in 
Morocco, we will say, needed a new automobile or needed new goods 
for their stores, and so on, and they tried to get them in, and the 
French Government which runs Morocco stops them and gives greater 
privileges to the French citizens rather than to American citizens who 
are tryiag to do business there. That has been a constant subject 
of agitation ia Congress. 

Chairman Rvusseiti. That would be a question that would be up 
to the State Department more than the Department of Defense; do 
you not think, Senator Saltonstall? It all revolves around the ques- 
tion of equal rights. 

Mr. Loverr. Or perhaps, reciprocal trade agreements. 

Chairman Russe.t. It has.a connection with the treaty we have in 
Morocco, whereas the French have denied that right to the American 


businessmen doing business there. Congress has undertaken to legis- 
late on it once or twice, but we have not gotten very far. The French 
have taken it to the Court of International Justice. 

Mr. Loverr. We have not encountered that, Senator Saltonstall. 
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Senator Sauronstauu, If the Department of Defense is going into 
Morocco with increased effort, this problem is going to be stimulated 
to a greater extent. We have had a request to put it in the mutual-aid 
bill. Wedid not put itin. We have had it in several bills, requesting 
the State Department to do something about it, and they have never 
done anything about it, and I am just calling it to your attention be- 
cause if the Department of Defense goes in there it will accelerate and 
stimulate that problem to a greater degree, I would assume. 

Mr. Loverr. May I ask Secretary Bendetsen to comment on this, 
Senator Saltonstall, because he has been in France on this negotiation 
for the Army? 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Benepersen. | am not prepared to furnish at this moment the 
details, Senator Saltonstall. The Department of Defense is under- 
taking the preparation of so-called civil-affairs agreements which we 
ask the State Department to take up with the government concerned, 
to provide protection for our people and their dependents who are 
required to be there under the base arrangements. In those agree- 
ments we undertake to cover the type of thing you have mentioned. 
That is, of coures, the subject which has to be negotiated, and we turn 
it over to the State Department. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. So that you are considering it? 

Mr. Bunpetsen. Yes, sir. 

Senator SauronstaLu. Well, I would like most respectfully to call 
it to your attention. 

Mr. BenperTsen. It has been a very important problem. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Because it has been a very constant head- 
ache up here. I know the chairman knows about it, as I do. 

May I ask one more question? Perhaps you covered it, Mr. 
Lovett, but the title to these airfields that are built, we will say, in 
France or in any of these other countries in which we build, in whom 
is the title? 

Mr. Loverr. That is vested in the host nation. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. So that the title, we will say, to an airfield 
in France remains in France? 

Mr. Lovert. That is correct, sir. 

Senator SarTonsTaLLt. What are the agreements that we have 
for salvage, we will say? What are the agreements for salvage of the 
items that we put in there? 

Mr. Lovert. Secretary Bendetsen will cover that fully for you, 
Senator Saltonstall. Some of the arrangements I outlined earlier, 
but the details can be given by him. 

Mr. BenpETsEN. We are proposing to ask that the host nation 
always provide the land. Under their laws, of course, we could not 
have title to their land. ‘ 

In the second place, we seek to provide an arrangement in which all 
removable property which does not take on the character of land is 
subject to removal at the end of the requirement, if we wished at that 
time to remove it. 

We are also seeking to provide an agreement in advance under which 
in every case the host nation would be bound by the finding of a board 
as to the then so-called residual value. If it has economic value at 
that time, then the host nation would be bound in advance to pay to 
us the then economic value, based on our contribution or the residual 
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value, whatever it might be, as to those things which (a) we do not 
elect at the end of the requirements to remove, or (6) those things 
which take the character of land. We would hope in the begening to 
be able to get their agreement to look forward to the time when at the 
end of the requirement we could expect to be repaid in credit or in 
dollars, whatever the then value is. 

Senator SaLTonsTaLL. How are you setting up those boards? 

Mr. BenpetsEen. Well, that would be a subject of agreement in 
advance and which, I would assume, the contracting parties, as they 
would under any business contract, would agree to appoint some kind 
of board of arbitration. 

Senator Satronsra.y. I have in mind, for instance, the difficulty 
now with the lend-lease between Russia and ourselves. 

Mr. Benpersen. Of course, that I must point out is our current 
position. Such an agreement has not been consummated. 

Senator SaLTonsTALL. I should think that was very important 
to work out the composition of those boards. 

Mr. BrenpetsENn. Yes, sir; it would be. 

Mr. Loverr. Just to make sure that through inadvertence we do 
not mislead you, Senator, this is the position of our Government 
which we are now describing, on which we have as yet no meeting of 
the mind with the 

Senator SaLronsTaLL. Other members. 

Mr. Loverr (continuing). Other governments. 

We want to try to press our point of view in the NATO because we 
feel that it offers an equitable type of arrangement to all members, 
and not just ourselves. 

Senator SatronstaLu. I have in mind the future good will because 
it would be awfully broken up if we get into a lend-lease row with all 
the countries 

Mr. Loverr. Oh, yes. 

Senator SALTONSTALL (continuing). With which we are now friends. 

The CuarrMan. Of course, the difficulty with Russia and lend-lease 
is that they will not discuss it. It was not due to any failure of the . 
contract. They just will not reply; they will not even talk to us about 
it. 

Senator SaLronsTALu. I have just one further question, Mr. Chair- 
man. I assume from reading over these different points that you 
have analyzed all the present existing Government facilities to the 
greatest possible degree of their serviceability. 

Mr. Lovett. That is correct, Senator Saltonstall. In addition, as 
I point out rather briefly in that statement, we got in lists of con- 
iene for the three services to serve as impartial boards after the 
military departments and the Office of the Secretary had screened it. 
The service consultants we got for the Army and Air Force, for exam- 
ple, were men like Mr. Dougherty, who is a well-known consultant 
and formerly president of the American Society of Civil Engine ers; 
Mr. Budd, of the Great Northern Railway; Mr. Pringle, vice president 
of Columbia Steel Corp.; and then Mr. Dennett, of the John Hancock 
Mutual Life Insurance Co.; Mr. Chenery, of Federal Water Power; 
Mr. McCain, of the Chase National Bank; Mr. Coldwell, of Ford, 
Bacon & Davis; Mr. Kahn, of the K. E. Corp.; Mr. Barrows, 
formerly of Sears, Roebuck; Mr. Rouse, vice president, Standard Oil 
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of Indiana; Mr. Bruce, formerly of the Baltimore National Bank; 
and Mr. Gline, a consultant. 

Those panels went over the items in detail and it was in the screen- 
ing process that we applied both the principle of deferment in those 
cases which could be deferred beyond this year, and also selection of 
priority of need. 

Senator SattonstaLL. And you have given up all the fields and 
areas that are no longer useful in modern warfare, modern defense, as 
we see it? In other words, you have declared them surplus and 
allowed them to be sold back to private usage, as many of these 
fields as you can? 

Mr. Lovett. The obsolete facilities? 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Yes. 

Mr. Lovert. Yes, sir; every effort was made to utilize through 
alteration those facilities in our possession or which were subject to 
recapture. 

Senator SaLtonsTaLu. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Russe.u. Senator Hunt? 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Secretary, I have one question I wish you 
would make an observation on. Recently in news releases and also 
some editorial comments which has reached my State, there was 
reference to the per capita payment that we are making to foreign 
countries for each member of our personnel stationed in those 
foreign countries. Would you address yourself to what those pay- 
ments are for? 

As I remember the news release was something like that we have 
just raised the per capita payment in England from some $65 to $80 
or some such amount. at is the background of those payments? 

Mr. Lovert. I have not seen those, Senator Hunt. 

Mr. McNett. It is possible, Senator Hunt, that you are referring 
to what is known within the Department of Defense as station 
allowances. If that is what you have reference to—— 

Senator Hunt. I just have reference to the news release which does 
not state what the payments are for. It just says for each soldier 
that we have stationed in England we are making an outright pay- 
ment to England. 

Senator KNowLAND. It was $90, I believe, and called a service 
charge of some kind. 

Mr. Lovert. I do not recognize it. 

Mr. McNetu. I do not recognize that specifically, but they must 
have reference to so-called station allowances. Such station allow- 
ances are not paid to all personnel. They are paid to that part of the 
personnel that could not be accommodated in any United States mili- 
tary installation. 

Senator Hunt. I was of the opinion that it was not payment to 
personnel. I had sent the news Bo os to the committee here, and here 
is one editorial which says: 


Ricut orn WrRonc 


We do not know the right or wrong of this, but American troops and fliers 
serving in Great Britain are housed in American-built barracks and under an 
agreement negotiated with Britain by our State Department, the latter is levy- 
ing a service charge of $95 per year— 


not per month, per year— 
for each Yank soldier in uniform in England. 
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There is politics in this, but I am on the side that is taking the 
beating, and so I wanted an answer. 

This is disclosed by Representative W. E. Harrison of Wyoming who adds that 
@ secret agreement was negotiated in 1948 on the basis of $60 per man. But 
when the British reduced the pound value to $2.80, the State Department made 
a new agreement upping this subsidy to $95, Harrison explained. Other similar 
agreements areg being worked out with other Atlantic Pact nations. As Mr. 

arrison says ‘this does put the United States in the unbelievable position of 
not only supplying troops to aid Europe but to pay for the privilege to an even 
greater degree. 

I ae wanted an observation on that. 
Mr. McNetz. I know of no payments of that kind, sir. In the 
case of England there are some payments being made for services for 
heat and light, water and other utilities. 

Senator KNowLanp. Why could they not come out of counterpart 
funds, for example? Why would it be necessary for us to put up 
additional American dollars? I wish this could be run down. It has 
come up in the Appropriations Committee of which I am a member, 
and it has come up on several occasions, and we never seem to be 
able to get just what the facts are on it. 

Number one, we want the facts as to how many countries are 
extracting such a service charge and, secondly, what the justification 
for any such charge is and, third, if there is a justification, why it 
could not be met out of counterpart funds rather than additional 
American dollars. 

You well know that our expenditures are getting to such an astro- 
nomical basis that in the last 7 vears we will have spent some $332 
billion, compared with $180 billion in all the administrations from 
George Washington’s down to the first two administrations of F. D. 
Roosevelt, and there has to be an end to it some time; and we cer- 
tainly are entitled to have the facts on this situation. 

Mr. Loverr. Will it meet Senator Hunt’s point and yours, Senator 
Knowland, if we try to run this down? 

Senator Hunt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Loverr. And try to identify it and include it in the record at 
this point? 

Senator KNowLanp. And then extend it to any other countries 
where, if this is correct, that we are paying the service charge, how 
many other countries are we also paying such a service charge to. 

Mr. McNett. May I borrow that clipping? 

Senator Hunt. May I suggest that you take that letter that I 
have addressed to the staff here and answer it? 

Mr. McNett. I will return it. 

Senator Hunt. That will be fine. 

Chairman Russeui. Will you give us a memorandum on that, 
giving us all the facts, Mr. McNeil? 

Mr. McNet. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russe.. We want to know exactly—you consult with 
the State Department—what they are talking about, and what the 
nature of that payment is, and if it is being made ‘and why it is 
being made. 

Mr. McNett. Yes. 

Chairman Russe... Anything further, Senator Hunt? 

Senator Hunt. No. 

Chairman Russeiu. Senator Stennis? 
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Senator Srennis. Mr. Secretary, I certainly appreciate your fine 
services in connection with this bill and in this little statement you 
have read here, I reckon I am a little on the skeptical side this morning. 

I have been attending hearings around here for the military aid 
bill and the ECA and economic relief throughout the Nation. I have 
figures here about the. $56 billion appropriation bill for our military 
program, the $7% billion for the military program in Europe, and this 
is down to $5.7 billion now. That is $6.2 billion, and we here talk 
of ten additional billion dollars which is around seventy-five to eighty 
billion dollars military budget, and I am beginning to realize that it 
is just a series of things which is as dangerous to the breakdown of 
our own economy as from Russian guns. 

There is no doubt about that in my mind, but getting down now to 
these figures here, I noticed you said you had an initial request of 
$12 billion, in excess of $12 billion for this very program here that 
you are talking about. Those requests were made by the different 
branches of the military service, is that correct? 

Mr. Loverr. That is correct, sir. These were initial requests, 
Senator Stennis, before the application of the-—— 

Senator Srennis. Did they represent to you that these sums were 
necessary to carry out this program? 

Mr. Loverr. They repieasitod that those were their estimates of 
what was needed in connection with the force to be reached by the 
ist of July, 1952. They were either necessary or desirable. 

Senator Stennis. After-you went through it and your advisers 
in this civilian board, you cut that down toa little over 6 billion. You 
reduced it almost 50 percent. 

Mr. Loverr. Well, that was done with the help of the military 
services that made the initial estimate. 

Senator Srennis. [ am sure of that, but I am trying to get an 
illustration here of the different points of view. 1 see where the mili- 
tary is really more or less in the hands already concerning the ex- 
penditures of money—I mean the economy of this country is fast 
passing over to them and their thinking. 

To my mind this is a graphic illustration here of the new way to 
sift through and reduce by almost 50 percent what you thought was 
reasonably necessary for this program. 

Mr. Loverr. I think, Senator Stennis, in the matter of emphasis 
there you may have the impression that the reduction was an imposed 
reduction. It was not, sir. 

It was arrived at by the application of these rather rigid ground 
rules which automatically excluded things which would be desirable 
but perhaps not necessary to the degree which we thought justifiable 
at this time. 

Now as to the total amounts, I think that deferment of some of 
these items was as important as elimination, and I would not want to 
leave with you the impression that the need does not exist for—— 

Senator Stennis. Well, I am sure you are a pretty good screener. 
That is,what I hear on all sides, but what I am getting at is that these 
estimates come in here—well, I will illustrate it further now. 

The bill is now $5.7 billion, and I notice it lists Camp Shelby, and 
the only reason I refer to that is that I have to talk about things I am 
familiar with. It lists it at $5 million, five million plus, which I know 
as a matter of common sense is just a beginning to rebuild Camp 
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Shelby. This is — a beginning for what it will cost us to rebuild 
a great number of these projects, I am sure. 

ive million dollars would not any more than get the land back 
and lay the water mains, and.so forth. I am sure that is all it is in- 
tended to do, but what I am getting to is what can our economy stand 
and how far is this program going, and just let us get the whole pic- 
ture now as much as we can. 

I would like to know what is the total estimated cost of all these 
ee that are listed here put into use. If you do not have that 

gure now, why, I would like for you to supply it just like these 
projects here, Camp Shelby, Camp McCain. I am familiar with 
those. They are in my State. I am sure there are many others 
here. I do not judge that is over 25 percent of the cost of Camp 
Shelby that will be put into use. 

Mr. Loverr. The authorization, Senator Stennis, requested was 
designed to complete this stage of the rearmament program in the 
form of military and naval facilities. The Army will take up these 
items separately for you, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Yes, I am sure they will, but would you give us 
an idea of what it would cost to put these named projects into use. 

They are listed here and the public is led to believe that this money 
is going to put them into use while we know it is not, and I think we 
ought to tell the public that. It ought to be brought out in debate. 
I am not trying to pick you up on something. I did not expect you, 
perhaps, to have that with you this morning. 

Mr. Lovett. I understand. 

Senator Stennis. I think it ought to be said this is the down pay- 
ment on the entire program as listed here. 

Mr. Lovett. That is what has been referred to as the rail-head 
facilities, and Secretary Bendetsen 

Senator Stennis. I am not talking particularly as to Camp Shelby. 
I am using that as an illustration. 

Mr. McNett. I think it is illustrative, and Mr. Bendetsen would 
like to speak to this point. 

Senator Stennis. If you do not mind, I do not want to take too 
=— time. We can go into that later and just go on to something 
else. 

You reduced these figures from 12 billion down to 6.7. Now what 
I want to get at is, suppose these appropriations are made. What 
facilities do you have to follow the spending of this money? 

In other words, follow it on down into the channels. You might 
be able to save a whole lot more there. I think you would. You 
do not now have any present facilities, do you, to follow this on 
down? I mean the civilian control at the top, you just will have to 
turn this money loose and let it go, will you not? 

Mr. Loverr. No, sir. We have through the comptroller’s office 
the financial control on the release of funds for obligations, and the 
military departments similarly have their audit and inspection systems 
as well as their Inspector General departments, too. 

Senator Stennis. Well, now, what do they inspect for, just to 
determine that the expenditures are within the law or just how far? 
I know you cannot take this up much now. This is rather hurried, 
but do they really go out and inspect, representing you as the civilian 
end of it? 
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Mr. Lovett. The office of the Secretary exercises its control such 
as it is, largely through the financial aspect of the business as a whole. 
The ‘uaiiseaibility is by law vested in each of the three military 
departments, and they discharge that responsibility. 

e look to them for that certification, so that as the three services 
come before you, Senator, they will be able to give you in detail the 
methods they use in the Corps of Engineers and in the other technical 
services to follow through on these projects. 

The total involved in this sent loakin request is not, in my opinion, 
the end of the expenditures which would be required if we attain the 
degree of readiness that this country is aiming at. 

Biaakae Stennis. I am sure of that, but I was getting down to the 
actual expenditure of the dollar.. How much supervision do you have 
over it, or does the civil department of the Defense Department— 
how much do they do, or do they just turn it all over to the military? 

Mr. Loverr. No; the civilian heads of the departments, Senator 
Stennis, have full authority. They turn the work over to the Corps 
of Engineers, for example, tat the activities of the Corps of Engineers 
are subject to inspection and audit, and they have in the Army a 
comptroller’s office and an inspection system and an Inspector General 
in addition to the controls which exist through the financial operations 
of the Department as a whole. 

Senator Stennis. What I was thinking about as a practical matter 
you are almost going to be forced to turn right around and turn this 
oe of the $6 SLillion over to the men that recommended $12 

illion. 

You screened this through civilian aides and experts and all, but 
still the men that recommended the $12 billion are going to spend the 
$6 billion. That is the way it frames up in my mind as a general 
proposition. 

Mr. Loverr. [t does not work quite that way, Senator Stennis. 
Let us take a camp. The station commander will have a requirement 
for a certain amount of space, that space being so many square feet 
per man. He then sends in his estimates based on the number of 
men assigned to his station. That is then checked against the square 
footage allowable per man together with the proposed construction 
standards. 

If it is approved, then the contracts are let through the Corps of 
Engineers who have their own supervisory inspection system, so that 
the funds which build this station are provided through the Corps of 
Engineers, not to the station commander who is in command of the 
troops on the station. 

Senator Stennis. So really the Corps of Engineers are the ones 
that have charge of the construction of these camps and expenditures 
of money. They are the ground men. They are the ones on the 
ground. 

Mr. Loverr. That is right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Well, I understand you have your standards and 
all, but it is generally known throughout the country and thought 
might strongly by people who are putting the money up that the 
services are great wasters of money and dey see evidences of it on 
all sides, and I think something is going to have to be done about it. 

I think the law of necessity is going to require it, because as I say 
we are getting up into a $75 to $80 billion budget with no shooting 





42 MILITARY AND NAVAL CONSTRUCTION 


war on as yet.’ That is twice the combined income of all the people 
in 1932. It was a depression year, it is true, but just think of that. 

The military budget alone is twice the total income of all the 
people just 18 years ago, and this is just a beginning, I realize. There 
are commitments in these foreign programs, commitments here in 
this bill. This is just the beginning. I think we ought to have some 
over-all picture about what these bases named in this report would 
cost. 

Now another thing, when you set up these bases that immediately 
brings up the proposition of housing, and this housing you refer to 
here, is that the Wherry housing that you are talking about? 

Mr. Loverr. Title VIII, sir. 

Senator Stennis. And that has proven to be rather successful, 
has it not? 

Mr. Loverr. Generally satisfactory, yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Satisfactory to the services and a satisfactory 
financial arrangement, too, is it not? 

Mr. Lovert. Yes, sir. Particularly in view of the limited housing 
program practicable under construction appropriations. 

Senator Stennis. Of course, when you go in there you have your 
problem of contributing to the schools. I know we have that in 
Mississippi. Keesler Field, you know, has just dwarfed the school 
system there. That is just an illustration of how far the Govern- 
ment gets in on this. This Wherry housing has proven to be all 
right, hasn’t it? 

Mr. Lovett. Generally satisfactory, yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. I think that is a very encouraging point. 

Mr. Chairman, I will not take up more time. I was glad of the 
chance to get to hear Secretary Lovett’s very valuable testimony. 

Chairman Russeuu. I would like to follow up on one question 
raised by Senator Stennis a little. It is of tremendous interest to me, 
that is the implication that these sums requested for various stations 
are just a part of the program in the future. 

Mr. Loverr. I did not mean to give that impression if I did. These 
funds requested for authorization, Mr. Chairman, are to provide 
generally the facilities which are considered necessary for the approved 
force strength in July 1952. 

There are certain of these facilities that we do not expect to bring 
to a full one hundred percent operational strength unless we get into 
war. In other words, there ave certain air fields where two strips and 
hard stands might be adequate for us with this size force. 

If we get into war we would have to enlarge that, but we have not 
asked for the ultimate expansion, but what is needed for this troop 
strength by July 1, 1952. 

Chairman Russeuu. Just take these various Army bases. That 
is what he was discussing. Is it contemplated that after this 
authorization and the expenditure of these funds, there will be a new 
authorization bill dealing with these identical posts for which additional 
funds will be requested? 

Mr. Loverrt. No, sir; not unless we are at war. 

Chairman RussE.u. I am speaking about based on the 3% million 
men. 

Mr. Lovert. No, sir. The authorization presented to the Congress 
represents our best estimate as to what is needed for these facilities to 
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put them into operational condition. There are of course the re- 
mainder of the facilities deferred by House action in reducing the 
initial request. 

One of the points that Senator Stennis raised is complicated by the 
fact that he cites a railhead facility. We do not expect to go beyond 
the authorization requested at this time there. 

Chairman Russe. | am not talking about that at this time. I am 
talking about based on 3% million armed strength, is this the first 
installment on this program or is this the program? 

Mr. Loverr. This is the program, sir. 

Chairman Russe.u. It embraces it all? 

Mr. Loverr. Yes, sir; with the exception of certain items deferred 
by the House. 

Mr. Benpetsen. This was an example in the case of Camp Shelby 
of the screening process. We would hope, if a war were not forced 
upon us, that we would never have to complete that work. 

What we are trying to do is make at Shelby and the railhead 
facilities like Shelby at the present time, those minimum arrange- 
ments which could absorb the long gap of time that would be involved 
if we had to use it in a war, and what it calls for is the underground 
and the overhead utilities and the roads; that is, the main roads. 

Now we do not propose in any of the railhead facilities which are 
up for discussion now, to complete them under the active forces now 
contemplated in any event. 

Chairman Russe.u. Will you have any men stationed there? 

Mr. Loverr. We will not, sir. 

Mr. Benpetsen. We will not have men stationed there. They 
would merely be stand-by facilities as a railhead so that in the event 
of an all-out mobilization we could quickly be able to go in and use 
the facilities under conditions of mobilization, and then during that 
period build the additional things that would be required, but we do 
not propose short of an all-out mobilization to make any additional 
expenditures at, for example; the camp we are now discussing, Shelby. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, may I interpose a question right 
there. 1 think it is right on the point. 

You are proposing $5 million for Camp Shelby. 

Chairman Russe.u. They requested $7.3 million. The House did 
not cut that down. 

Senator Stennis. I know. Those figures, I think, are relative, but 
in order to utilize the expenditure of that $5 million, you would have 
to go and spend about 15 more million, would you not? 

Mr. Benpetsen. If it came into being under conditions of all-out 
mobilization, it would be more than that if we use it. We hope we 
will not have to. 

Senator Stennis. I know that, but if you put into an appreciable 
use these places, this $5 million outlay, you would have to come in 
and spend $12 or $15 million more on top of that as a minimum, 
wouldn’t you? 

Mr. Benpetsen. A considerably greater amount, yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Twelve or fifteen million, is that about right? 

Mr. Benpertsen. If we were at war, Senator, it would be very 
much more than that. 

Senator Stennis. I know, but my question is before you could 
utilize to any extent at all this $5 million expenditure, you would have 
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tog there and on top of those foundations spend at least $12 or $15 
ion more, war or no war. 

Suppose we ran this military up to four million men or four and a 
half million men. If you want to utilize this $5 million you had spent, 
you would have to go there and spend $12 or $15 million, more, 
wouldn’t you? 

Mr. Buenvetsen. If a need came to use the facility, it would only 
be under conditions of all-out mobilization, and under those conditions 
we would, as we began to expand the Army under such conditions, 
immediately move men in there, not awaiting the rest of the construc- 
tion, so that they could start on their training program. 

You would have to send in a cadre and a training detachment and 
the necessary matériel, but when it came into full use if and only 
under conditions of war or further substantial mobilization, I would 
say the cost would be closer to $50 or $60 million for such an 
establishment of approximately 42,000 men, which would be its 
capacity in war. 

Senator Srennis. But the expenditure of the $5 million will not 
ae put it where you can utilize it for a training program of any 

ind, 

Mr. BeNpDETSEN. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. It is just the underground waterworks system 
and highways and land, as he said. 

Mr. BenDETSEN. We would use tents in the beginning. If we had 
enough canvas we would go into each place and use those under- 

ound and overhead utilities as a base to put the initial men who 

owed in in tents, and then go ahead. 

Mr. McNet. It however, probably would save 6 months in 
mobilization. 

Senator Srennis. Is that true of all the items listed there on page 
9 of the House Report? 

Mr. BENDETSEN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you. 

Senator SatronstaLL. Mr. Chairman, I know Mr. Lovett is a 
very consistent fellow. On page 6, Mr. Lovett, is the statement just 
made by you and Mr. Bendetsen exactly in line with that statement 
that major reductions made in the House consist of holding the cur- 
rent authorization for Army and Navy facilities to the amount in- 
cluded in the 1952 appropriation requests. 

You have just said that this is the actual authorization. I was just 
curious to know whether that statement is consistent with that in 
line with Senator Stennis’ question. 

Mr. Loverr. This speaks of appropriations and not authorizations. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. I understand that, but this is an authoriza- 
tion bill and the major reductions in the authorization is to hold the 
current authorization to the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. Loverr. Ia general the attitude of the House, except I think 
in requests presented by the Air Forces, is to reduce the authorizations 
to the amount requested for appropriation except in those instances 
where the time element was important in their opinion, and the 
requests which the three departments will make for the restoration of 
authorization whieh you mentioned earlier 
= Senator SALTONSTALL (interrupting). Two hundred eighty-one mil- 

ion. 
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Mr. Lovett (continuing). Deals with the points where they feel 
they would be badly hurt. If we were to increase Air Force and naval 
air, for example, they will need certain additional facilities. The 
House bill does not provide those for the Navy in the same degree 
that it did for the Air Force. 

Senator SALToNnsTALL. So that in answering the chairman’s ques- 
tion and Senator Stennis’ question, these authorizations, if we add 
281 million to them, they are complete? 

Mr. Loverr. No, sir. 

Senator SarronstaLu. Well, then they are complete for present 
purposes? 

Mr. Lovert. No, sir. We can live with them and operate with 
them. The completion figure is the 6.6 approximately. The addi- 
tion of the 281, would still leave us approximately 500 million short, 
the difference between 281 and 792 millions. 

Senator SauronstaLL. Mr. Lovett, in the absence of the chairman; 
I will ask Senator Knowland if he has any questions. 

Senator KNow.anp. I am sorry I was late, but I have been in the 
Appropriations Committee where Assistant Secretary Rosenberg was 
testifying on some manpower problems, and the questions may have 
been iporee and answered, and if so, I do not want to burden the 
record. 

However, going back to this matter of the overseas bases, as I 
understand it, you say that the views you expressed represent the 
desires of the Department but not the final agreed determination on 
the part of the foreign government with which we are dealing, is that 
correct? 

Mr. Lovertr. That is correct, Senator. 

Senator KNowLanp. Now, what is the policy view of the urgency 
of the situation? Is it the policy of the Government once they have 
the authorization and the funds to go ahead and start building these 
air installations in overseas countries and then negotiate the agree- 
ments afterward, or it is to get the agreement first? 

Mr. Lovert. It differs between the north African situation where 
the arrangements were bilateral and those for example in metropoli- 
tan France, where no doubt they will come under the multilateral 
clause. The Army and Air Force and the Navy can give you details 
on each of those bases. Generally we have gone into north Africa 
with a bilateral agreement already made. There are certain aspects 
of the relationship that are not covered precisely by the basic contract. 

In France, on the other hand, the Council of Deputies is meeting 
at this moment working toward over-all arrangements which would 
be applicable to ail members. I am not sure that you were here when 
Secretary Bendetsen detailed the general line they were taking on that, 
but he can give it to you in detail. 

Senator KNowLaNp. What I wanted to know is generally, where 
we build these fields, what is the provision on the use of them? Is it 
for an unlimited period of time, for a fixed period of years, or what? 

Mr. Loverr. It runs with the NATO organization. In Britain we 
are already in there ina number of fields. This was a separate bilateral 
arrangement. 

Mr. BENDETSEN. Yes, sir. 

Senator KNow.anp. Now, after the time comes and the NATO 
situation either comes to an end or we decide we do not want to use 
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the field and yet we have expended vast sums of money, is any effort 
being made to protect American commercial aviation rights on those 
fields so that we will not get in a situation as-we did after World War II 
on some,of the fields where we had expended literally billions of dollars, 
that we were faced with the problem that American civil aviation was 
being discriminated against in the use of the fields? 

Mr. Loverr. Under the NATO organization, military use is quite 
separate from the civilian arrangements. 

As far as I know, there is no portion of the contract relating to the 
military use of these fields which has a carry-over into commercial 
use upon the break up or abandonment of a NATO field or in the 
event of the ending of the NATO organization itself. 

Senator KNowianp. While I realize the urgency and the priority 
which should be given to the military situation, nevertheless it seems 
to me that it would not be unreasonable to at least be sure that in 
the event the military needs were no longer, and the fields were located 
in places where those governments themselves would use them for 
commercial purposes, that the least we should réquire is that American 
civil aviation would be in thege on at least a most-favored-nation 
clause so we would not find discriminations against American com- 
mercial air power and others using these fields and foreclosing us from 
using them, and in view of the fact that the American people are 
putting up this money, it seems to me not at least unreasonable that 
some thought should be given to the longer term point of view. 

Mr. Loverr. I do not recall whether the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization or the pact covers this subject. 

Mr. Benversen. No; I do not either, Mr. Secretary. In my own 
view I would like to say that the formula which we are undertaking 
to get agreement on as to residual value when the requirement comes 
to an end is designed to take into account the economic value as it 
may then appear to exist, but I know of no arrangement under 
NATO for dealing with flag rights for commercial and other aviation, 
and I can certainly appreciate your point. 

Senator KNowLanp. I wish some explanation would be made of 
that phase of it because I was a member of the War Investigating 
Committee after I came to the Senate shortly after the war, and in 
various areas of the world where we went, we ran into the very real 
problem that here were fields in which the American people had 
invested tremendous sums of money and we were having rank dis- 
crimination practiced against American commercial airlines in even 
being allowed to use the fields. 

Mr. Loverr. There is one substantial difference here. In the last 
war the fields which we built were in effect a contribution. 

In the present instance we are trying to work out arrangements 
whereby we get paid fair going value at the time we leave, either on 
the basis of the structures or their economic use, and that we take 
away with us anything which is movable and desired by us, so there is 
that substantial difference between the two circumstances. 

Senator Knowtanp. Of course, I realize that, but we also must be 
practical and recognize that when you build—there might be some base 
in an isolated area that would have no value once you left there and 
it had no longer a military purpose. What the going value would be 
might be 1 cent on the dollar or what little salvage you could get out 
of it. 
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On the other hand, if a vast base was being built near Paris, Berlin, 
Madrid, or some other place, that would have a tremendous value in 
what we hope someday will be a peaceful world. 

I think that our Government should be farsighted enough now, 
prior to putting in the money, to at least give some consideration to 
that phase of it, not to reserve necessarily exclusively for our use, 
but to at least be sure that we are not discriminated against if it does 
become a vast international airport, so to speak. 

Mr. Loverr. We will inquire about that. 

Senator KNowLaANp. We did make that mistake last time, and I 
hope we will learn something from the lessons of the past and protect 
ourselves in that phase of it. 

Mr. Loverrt. I believe that the NATO agreement is silent on that 
aspect. We will look into it. 

Senator KNowLaNnp. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Russevi. Any other questions of Secretary Lovett? 

All right, we will then approach specific items in the bill for the 
Army. Secretary Bendetsen. 


STATEMENT OF HON. KARL R. BENDETSEN, ASSISTANT SECRE- 
TARY OF THE ARMY; ACCOMPANIED BY MAJ. GEN. WILLIAM 
0. REEDER, DEPUTY, OFFICE, CHIEF OF STAFF, G-4; COL. EU- 
GENE F, CARDWELL, ACTING CHIEF, SERVICES DIVISION, G-—4, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY; COL. WILLIAM A. CARTER, CHIEF, 
CONSTRUCTION BRANCH, SERVICE DIVISION, G-4; MR. HARRY 
S. HULL, CONSTRUCTION BRANCH, SERVICE DIVISION; MAJ. 
GEN. G. J. NOLD, DEPUTY CHIEF OF ENGINEERS; GEORGE F. 
MEIER, ASSISTANT CHIEF OF ENGINEERS FOR REAL ESTATE; 
R. B. FOSTER, JR., CHIEF, BUDGET BRANCH, CONSTRUCTION 
OPERATIONS DIVISION, OCE 


Mr. Benpersen. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I particularly 
appreciate this opportunity to introduce before you the Army’s 
construction program for the fiscal year 1952, because of its direct 
importance in accomplishing our preparedness objectives. 

The authorization we had originally requested is contained in 
Senate bill 1708 for $1,831,028,557. This figure was reduced by the 
House Armed Services Committee and has reached the Senate in 
H. R. 4914 in the amount of $1,423,791,528. 

The reduction consisted entirely of cutting the authorization granted 
for construction within the continental United States to the amount 
for which the Army is now proposing to ask appropriations. Author- 
ization requested above appropriation in overseas areas was not re- 
duced by the House committee. We present for your consideration 
no changes in the reductions made by the House with the exception 
of one item for depot facilities in the amount of $75 million which will 
be discussed in more detail later. Our total authorization request, 
then, is $1,498,791,528, the amount which we believe is required to 
initiate construction of the most essential facilities for the Army’s 
over-all program. 

As to the Army’s 1952 over-all program, I should like to explain 
first therefore that the Army’s 1952 program was planned in the light 
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of the preparedness objectives recommended last December by the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff and approved by the Secretary of Defense, the 
National Security Council and the President. 

The first of these objectives for the Army is to provide ready for 
combat a 1,552,000-man active Army, comprised of 18 divisions, 18 
regimental-type combat units which are the equivalent of 6 additional 
divisions and various other supporting units. 

The second objective is to develop an effective production and 
mobilization base capable of ready expansion in the event of war. 
The funds and authorizations now requested will permit us during 
1952 to equip and maintain this active army and its supporting units, 
to stock in reserve part of the matériel need for war, and to create 
and maintain an expanded production base. However, and may I 
emphasize this point, we cannot reach our ultimate objectives with 
the funds requested for 1952. They will constitute only a down pay- 
ment, although a large one, on the Army’s commitments for pre- 
paredness. 

Why not full mobilization today: We have chosen the course of 
limited mobilization well recognizing that a D-day this year or next 
would find us less prepared than if we had elected to rearm at top 
speed now. We take this calculated short-term risk in the belief that 
full mobilization now under conditions which point to an indefinite 

eriod of dangerous tensions would subject the Nation to a greater 
lonee-tedi risk. All-out conversion of the civilian economy to military 
production would soon cause us to produce more than we needed 
and would burden us with vast amounts of equipment expensive to 
store, difficult to maintain, and always subject to obsolescence. 
Such action would mean a sharp peaking of production followed by a 
grinding halt if world conditions continued as they now are. This 
in turn would result in a reconversion of industry to civilian pro- 
duction. ‘Such violent changes in direction might disrupt our economy 
and destroy our capacity for rapid expansion of military production 
if war should later be forced upon us. 

Our effort, then, has been to pace the Army’s program, asking only 
for what we must have now and relying on our industriai potential 
for an all-out war in the future, should there be any. The choice 
has not been easy and requires constant reexamination. We believe 
our present program best serves the Nation in the current situation 
of internation suspense, but we recognize that worsened circumstances 
would require us to request additional funds and construction au-. 
thorization to meet more urgent commitments. 

Chairman Russet. For the record here, Mr. Secretary, you refer 
to those 10 railhead facilities? 

Mr. Benpetsen. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russevu. Are they the only construction items author- 
ized in this bill that are not in active use for troops or other facilities 
of the Armed Forces? 

Mr. BenpetseEn. I believe there are two other facilities in connec- 
tion with the provision of ammunition out-loading points which we 
will explain in detail later, which are for the purpose of providing an 
installment on the mobilization base. , 

Of the two, one will be used because we do not have a facility for- 
ammunition out-loading which is not close to a civilian community.. 
Is that correct, Colonel Cardwell, as to the two? 


















MILITARY AND NAVAL CONSTRUCTION 49 


Colonel Carpwe tu. No, sir, it is one now. 
Mr. Benpvetsen. I would like to change my comment. 

Chairman Russe... Without exception and those enumerated on 
page 9 of the House report, all of these other camps and forts are now 
actively housing troops and being used for military purposes? 

Mr. Benpersen. Yes, sir, for the active Army, and are essential 
for that purpose. 

With this background in mind, I now turn to the development of 
our construction program for fiscal year 1952. The need for con- 
struction depends entirely upon the scope of our major programs, 
‘such as the strength of the Army and its deployment, the production 
base and rate of procurement, and new research and development 
projects, 

Construction lead time is so long, however, that we cannot wait 
until all these programs are in full operation before starting our plan- 
ning to meet their needs. The Army’s 1952 construction require- 
ments, therefore, we developed concurrently with our major pro- 
grams and were designed in the light of the preparedness objectives 
set by the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Our purpose has been to provide essential troop housing for the 
active Army, and storage facilities for the end items that we will re- 
ceive under current appropriations requested, and minimum facilities 
at sites not activated such as the railhead facilities we have discussed, 
but required as a part of our mobilization base. - 

Going now to an outline of the proposed legislation, the authoriza- 
tion for the Army is divided into six sections. 


Sec. 101: 
Projects within the continental United States_..__.___._-- $965, 450, 398 
Projects outside the continental United States__.__.______- 175, 341, 130 
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Sec. 102: Classified projects within and without the continental 

United States. __.._._--- ea De i Ne Te eel 302, 234, 000 
Sec. 401: Joint Army-Navy-Air Force projects within the conti- 

nental United States for which funding responsibility has been 


assigned the Army__.-_..-.-..--.- Ls spatulty corshantihcnts Like bic > oduhbibas sung 40, 766, 000 
Sec. 402: General authorization for community facilities___-__ —- 15, 000, 000 
reo Ss. Pes SES BOAO RR ak 1, 498, 791, 528 


In other words, in section 4, in that section of the bill, there are 
both classified and unclassified facilities, and for a total of $1,498,- 
791,528. 

Finally, section 504 generally authorizes the appropriation of funds 
for advance planning and design of proposed projects, and section 
505 generally authorizes the appropriation of funds for assisting the 
Defense Department in obtaining family housing to be constructed 
under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act. 

Now turning to projects within the continental United States, 
they can best be divided for convenience into four broad categories. 
The first, troop housing and direct support of troops. Second comes 
the category of hospitals, third is storage and maintenance, and 
fourth, research and development. 

Within the first catetory of troop housing and support, the request 
is for approximately 105,000 enlisted housing spaces—83,000 in 
permanent type and 22,000 in modified emergency quarters. 
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In addition, at ten selected stations, the request at this time is 
for railhead facilities only. These may be defined as the minimum 
long-lead time utilities, roads, communications, and also administra- 
tive facilities which are required to permit the immediate activation 
and operation under field conditions at these stations in the event 
of mobilization, while the additional construction is in progress. 

They will provide us with the springboard for rapid expansion of 
our mobilization base in the event of a general emergency. The ten 


stations are: 
Initial 


Camp Grubat, Okla 

Camp Blanding, Fla 

Camp McCain, Miss 

Camp Joseph T. Robinson, 

Camp Swift, Tex , ! 

Camp Bowie, Mee aston o. bbw a. ood io oc sab Des SE 
NT Bi cg en ies, Sed Liles. odurigil miata Beaiagbbek 

Staging area, Boston, Mass. ; 2 

Staging area, Hampton SRRNNRS Wah eR er ee yu ah ee 

Chairman Russe.ty. What section of Oklahoma is Camp Gruber 
in? I think I know where all these others are. 

Mr. Benpetsen. Northeast. What is the name of the nearest 
town? Muskogee. 

Chairman Russetu. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Brenpetsen. In the second broad category there are requested 
seven new permanent hospitals to alleviate the chronic shortage of 
patient beds within the United States. 

Senator KNow.anp. May I interrupt a moment, Mr. Bendetsen? 
Are all of these World War IT camps? 

Mr. Benpetsen. They were all used in World War II; yes, sir. 
As to the hospitals, the proposed location and capacity of t ese are 
as follows——— 

Senator Hunt. Might I just ask a question here, Mr. Chairman. 
Does this demand exist just within the Army or is there a like demand 
for expanded hospital facilities in each of the three services? 

Mr. Benpetsen. Well, our demand for inereased hospital capacity 
" based upon the outline which you heard from Secretary Lovett 
refore. 

In other words, the Army and the Navy in their specialized treat- 
ment hospitals accommodate the requirements of the other services 
in the area concerned, so it has been carefully coordinated across the 
board and I believe there is some additional capacity requested in the 
Navy, but only after we have looked at the over-all requirements of 
the three military departments, not only as to total load, but as to 
the area where the load would be generated. Does that answer 
your question, sir? 

Senator Hunt. Yes; and this observation is based upon the 3.6 
million strength by July 1952? 

Mr. BenvetsEN. That is right, sir, and takes into account in that 
3.6 million strength the load of casualties which reaches us from Korea. 

Senator Savronstaty. Mr. Bendetsen, maybe this is a foolish 
question, but we are in a constant problem with the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration in hospitals, and then it was not long ago that the Army was 
giving up bospitals, and there was the question whether the VA 
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should take over the hospitals that the‘ Army gave up or build new 
ones. 

Now the Army is going ahead and building some new hospital beds. 
Have you gone over this program with the VA or is it utterly im- 
possible to correlate the VA and the Army hospitals in any mutual 
understanding and planning? 

Mr. Benpvetsen. Well, there has been a general mutual under- 
standing under the coordination of Mr. McNamara in the Bureau of 
the Budget, who looks after the entire hospital requirement in the 
Federal budget. 

Now of the general Army hospitals which were closed about 15 
months ago, such as | believe you have in mind, including Murphy 
General at that time—— 

Senator Satronstauu. There were two of them up in Boston. 

Mr. Benpersen. Yes, sir, but that was an example, and Percy 
Jones in Michigan is another. We did not dispose of the hospitals 
completely and therefore we are making use of those facilities. 

We had in some Army beds, as I believe the Navy also did, some 
VA patients. We had to make arrangements with the VA when the 
Korea load broke full force on us to phase those patients out of our 
hospitals into theirs, but we did it on a cooperative basis between 
the Surgeons General of the three departments and the VA, because 
they then had a building program under way. 

I think it would be fair to say that our defense requirement has 
been most carefully screened and analyzed, and that in coordinating 
the VA program, which is of course not within our responsibility, our 
availabilities on a projected basis have been taken into account. 
That is my understanding. 

Mr. Loverr. That is correct. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. So that these new hospital beds have become 
necessary for an Army of 1,500,000 men? 

Mr. BenpetsEN. Yes, sir. You see, when we closed the general 
hospitals which I believe were in the Senator’s mind, the Army had 
an on-board strength of 592,000 and an authorized strength of 612,000. 

That was the condition immediately prior to Korea, so that even 
at that time we would not have been able to accommodate an army 
of 1,552,000, part of it under operational conditions in Korea, with 
the facilities we then had, taking into account the ones we closed. 

In consequence, as you say, our size of 1,552,000 as deployed in 
the United States and overseas, plus the casualties from Korea, pose 
a current and existing requirement, and these hospitals are not to 
have existing beds beyond that requirement. 

They will be constructed according to the design, however, on a 
chassis, so-called, that would be capable of expansion, but the expansion 
will not be put in. They could be doubled. They are so designed as 
to be susceptible of that, but are not being built nor do we request 
authorization for expansibility. 

Senator SatronstaLu. And some of these World War II hospitals 
for temporary casualties have just gone to pot. These others were 
so temporary they have just fallen apart. 

Mr. BenpetsENn. That is quite true, Senator Saltonstall. At these 
locations which are listed at Fort Dix 750; Fort Knox, Ky., 500; Fort 
Benning, Ga., Fort Bragg, Fort Riley, each 500; Fort Monmouth, 
N. J., and Fort Belvoir, Va., 250 each, we did build the very tem- 
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porary type hospitals in World War II that are falling down. They 
are horizontal and stretch out, making them uneconomical to operate. 

They are falling down and we could not really economically use 
them at all. They are falling apart, so there will be new hospitals at 
those stations where there were temporary hospitals and they will 
serve not only at the post but as area hospitals as well. 

Mr. Loverr. These are permanent stations. 

Mr. Benpetsen. These are permanent stations where we have a 
demonstrably permanent need in the 

Chairman Russe.u. These are about as permanent stations as we 
have in the service I would assume from the list of them. If we have 
any permanent stations these would be in that category. 

I am rather surprised that you did not have any permanent hospital 
facilities at any of these stations. Fort Riley, that has been any Arm 
— a an awfully long time. Do you just have temporary hoabiaals 

ere? ' 

Mr. Benvetsen. No, sir. A great many years ago—I do not have 
the exact number of years in my mind, but as many as 25 or 30 at 
some of the places—when these were built as, say, regimental posts, 
a brick-type of hospital was built at that time, but over the years 
which have intervened since then through World War II and since, 
those buildings, because of the increased activity at these permanent 
locations, have now disappeared as hospitals. 

They were very small, sufficient only to accommodate a regimental 
or a battalion garrison, for example, and they have been by the 
force of necessity for other purposes. 

They are old, old buildings, and during World War II it was essen- 
tial to put up temporary buildings for hospital purposes, both for the 
expanded post and the area it served. Those have fallen apart, so we 
just do not have anything there now that can be used for the purpose. 

Chairman Russet. at do you estimate the cost of these 3,250 
hospital beds will be? 

Mr. Benpetsen. The total cost authorization for hospitals, 
$44,748,000. They run at Fort Dix, N. J., $8,316,000, Fort OX, 
$7,216,000, the same estimate as I just gave, namely, $7,216,000 for 
Knox, for Benning, Bragg, and Riley, where there are like sizes pro- 
posed of 500 beds each, and $3,704,000 for 250 beds at Fort Monmouth, 
$3,784,000 for 250 beds at Belvoir. 

Chairman Russe... That is for construction and pot for equip- 
ment? 

Mr. Benvetsen. That is right, sir. 

Chairman RussE.u. It is around $14,000 a bed. 

Mr. Benvetsen. That is right, sir. 

Chairman Russe... That certainly should be about as permanent 
construction as you can build in a hospital. That will be permanent 
construction? 

Mr. Benvetsen. This will be permanent construction, yes, sir, 
and only at our permanent stations, and the chairman has already 
pointed out that these are most permanent stations and are replacing 
other structures of different kinds. 

Under the third broad category of construction within the United 
States, the request is for additional facilities to store and maintain the 
large stocks now, procured under approved plans, that is for the stocks 
over and above the actual initial issue to the active forces of 1,552,000, 
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and to provide us with a more adequate base for rapid expansion in 
the future if and when required. 

The new facilities would be constructed if approved at 8 general 
depots and at 29 technical service depots, and would provide addi- 


tional capacity as follows: 
Capacity in gross 
square feet 


Closed warehouse 
Open warehouse 


Hardstand (improved outdoor storage) 


Total new capacity 


I should like to point out at this point that we have in screening 
this program undertaken to do the following thing. We have made a 
careful examination of the delivery schedule of end items which 
will be produced if the appropriations now pending before the Con- 
gress are approved, and we have phased our request for the construc- 
tion of the necessary storage capacity to protect this matériel in 
accordance with that program, so that if our production base plans 
and programs, a substantial segment of which is before the Congress 
in the 1952 appropriation request is approved, and if the carry- 
forward peers of the program into fiscal 1953 and 1954 goes forward, 
there will be of necessity additional storage space required in order to 


protect the equipment or to give it a place to stand and prevent its 
deterioration. 

And so this should be, I think, emphasized as a requirement which 
would only partially meet the production which is contemplated in 


the appropriation request, though to a substantial degree it is not the 
total amount. 

Senator Sa.ttonstaL.t. Mr. Bendetsen,, perhaps it is beside the 
point on this problem, but the Munitions Board stockpiling is paid 
for by the General Services Administration, is it not? 

Mr. BENpDETSEN. Yes, sir. 

Senator SaALToNsTALL. Now does the title to those goods go into 
the Army and the responsibility of caring for them, or pea it stay in 
the General Services Administration? 

Mr. Benpetsen. The title to the strategic material stockpile is 
based on an assignment of responsibility among the-——— 

General Reeper. We do not take title. We have responsibility 
for care. 

Mr. Benpetsen. Caretaking. It is distributed among the three 
departments, so a part of the stockpile has to be accommodated by 
the Army but the title stays in General Services, does it not? 

General Rexeper. Yes. We do not have title to it at all. 

Senator SaLtonsTaLL. You do not take title to it until you actually 
use the goods? 

Mr. Benpertsen. That is right. 

Senator SALToNSTALL. But you are responsible for storing the goods? 

General Rereprr. That is right. 

Senator SaALTonsTALL. So that these warehouses are really being 
built for the General Services Administration? 

General Reever. No, sir. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. It is entirely separate from that? 

Mr. BenpetsEN. These are for the end items of equipment that 
will be owned and used by the Army. 
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Senator SALTONSTALL. I see. 

Mr. Benpetsen. The fourth broad category within the United 
States concerns research and development. Army operations in this 
field are now three times as large in annual fund expenditures as they 
have been in the years since World War II. Our construction requests 
are for facilities essential to the efficient operation of this expanded 
program and for developing projects in relatively new and promising 

elds 

I will now turn to projects in a general way outside the continental 
United States. For these we are requesting $175,341,130 for authori- 
zation for further development of bases in Alaska, Okinawa, and the 
Caribbean. I believe that the next passage which I will relate to 
you should be off the record, but we can come to an agreement on it 
later. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. BenpetsEeNn. Going back on the record, a final important item 
of $37 million is requested in section 101 for the restoration and re- 
placement of facilities damaged or destroyed and provision for other 
urgent unforeseen construction requirements. 

I should point out as I come through this that in no case would the 
Department of the Army go ahead with any of this unless first dis- 
cussed with the committee. 

This request is divided between the continental United States and 
overseas areas respectively in the amounts of $27 million and $10 
million, and represents approximately 2 percent of the total proposed 
authorization. 

Its purpose is to provide a safety factor for the repair and replace- 
ment of facilities damaged or destroyed by fire, wind, and other 
acts of God and for projects which will develop during the next year 
for which specific authorization has not been provided where, for 
instance, we have not fixed the location exactly as yet. 

As I said, each call on this authorization would be cleared with the 
committee before making any final commitment. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Benvetsen. Back on the record. There are joint Army, 
Navy, and Air Force projects under title TV for which the Army 
requests $55,766,000, of which $40,766,000 is for the Army’s share 
if these joint Army-N avy-Air Force projects within the United 
States, and $15,000, 000 in the unclassified part of the section under 
title IV is for community facilities at Army posts, camps, and stations, 
there, due to the nature of the facilities, they are absolutely necessary. 

Chairman Russeui. That is PX’ s, commissaries, and recreational 
centers and things like that. 

Mr. Benpetsen. They would be at isolated stations. They would 
be theaters and facilities for the recreation of the troops where there 
is nothing nearby for them to use. 

Chairman Russeiu. And the Secretary of the Army, with approval 
of the Secretary of Defense, then would have the authority to allocate 
that $15,000,000 as he thought necessary and desirable amongst the 
several stations? 

Mr. Benversen. That is right, sir. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record). 

Mr. Benpersen. Back on the record. I would like to discuss 
with the committee now the Army’s request that there be given 
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reconsideration to the $75,000,000 of the depot construction authori- 
zation which was reduced by the action of the House. 

We had originally requested authorization for $100,000,000 for 
depot facilities, and planned to ask for appropriations for fiscal year 
1952 for $25 million of that $100 million. 

The reason was that we could not specifically arrive at a determina- 
tion ta each case of the location for all of the depots which would be 
needed to cover the receipt and the storage of the end items which we 
are buying, and which we will have to provide for as they come off 
the production lines in the fall of 1952 coming up and during fiscal 
1953. That is based on the lead time and turn-out. 

Now, if production progresses as planned under the appropriations 
already made available plus those peadiig, and if we do not have a 
general war, our stockpile goal will be advanced and additional 
storage space would then have to be acquired at once. 

Thus, although we are not asking for an appropriation of the 
$75,000,000 at this time, we can see an urgent need for it in the near 
future to take care of what is produced. 

We feel that if this amount is restored, it will give us an opportunity 
to do a better job ia the management of consiruetion facilities, the 
best locations, and to phase it in with the need; permit us to proceed 
on a firm basis with essential planning for our necessary storage 
program. 

Then as each specific need is determined we would propose to come 
and discuss it with the committee in order to get the construction 
required under way. We think that it would be ia the long pull—it 
would not involve more appropriations at this time—a far better plan 
in view of the fact that we ca see the need now in the ead items that 
are ordered. 

Senator SattonstaLt. What you are saying, Mr. Bendetsen, is if 
we do not supply this now with authority so that you can plan, vou 
are going to get these end production goods and are going to have them 
lying out in the weather and spoiling. 

Mr. Benpersen. That is right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, may I ask what all goods are 
you talking about? Is that uniforms or tanks or just what all is 
involved? 

Mr. Benpetsen. Our program for production, Senator Stennis, is 
based upon the coneept of what we are trying to establish is a produc- 
tion base of going lines of the critical long-lead-time, hard-to-get items, 
like tanks, combat vehicles, artillery, and ammunition. 

We are trying to produce enough for the active forces plus a min- 
imum reserve which would enable the lines to continue over an indefi- 
nite period, and we need to store those essential items. 

Now for the most part they are hard-goods items. There are some 
features of it that do involve uniforms, because oddly enough, though 
it is not usually so regarded, a uniform for field equipment has a fairly 
long lead time when you start with the fabrication of the cloth and 
the spinning time of the mills to get into their production schedules. 
Those are critical items. 

You cannot mobilize without them, and so they are in the picture 
as part of the request, but for the most part it is hardware. Does 
that answer your question? 
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Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Chairman Russe.ui. What consideration was given to the question 
of security from air attack in the location of your depots where all 
of these very costly materials would be hone’: 

Mr. BenvetseN. How do we arrive at location? 

Chairman Russe.u. Yes, sir. Do you take into consideration the 
factor of enemy air attack when you locate these? 

Mr. Benpretsen. Yes; we do. We try to take into consideration its 
vulnerability from any source of attack. At the same time we have to 
put them so that our supplies in the event of a demand can be ma- 
neuvered out of them so as to reach the using force. 

They are considered in connection with the road net, with the de- 
ployment of troops in the United States, the deployment of troops 
overseas. We try to make an examination of all those factors and to 
arrive at the best plan. 

We also try where we can to add to an existing facility so that the 
administrative requirement is kept as low as we can keep it. Where 
you go into a new location you usually involve some additional ad- 
ministrative load that otherwise would be provided at a going con- 
cern, but we do take into account those features. 

Chairman Russetv. All right. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. I wanted to ask Mr. Lovett one question 
when you are through. 

Mr. Benpersen. Now I have in my statement, Mr. Chairman, an 
account of how we screened this particular program, the steps we 
took, who was involved, and the successive stages of review. 

I know that the committee is under pressure, and if you would 
prefer, Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to put it into the record be- 
cause I think it is important for the record to show what we did, but 
perhaps you would not wish me to go through it with the committee 
now. Just as the chairman would wish. 

Chairman Russe.u. There are only two pages of it. Suppose you 
go ahead with it. 

Mr. BenpetsEeN. That completes the general survey of the items 
for which we requested authorization, ; 

Senator Srennis. How much did the House leave in for these 
depots? 

Mr. Benpetsen. Twenty-five million dollars. In other words, 
they cut the $100,000,000 general authorization down to the $25,000,- 
000 of appropriations we are requesting for this year. 

I would like to close, then, with your permission, with a short 
statement of the special efforts we made in developing the 1952 
program to insure that it includes only the minimum needed during 
the coming fiscal year to provide essential additional facilities. 

We have deferred, Senator Stennis, going back to our original 
thought, everything we can this year, so that when production 
comes in 1953 and 1954, if the program carries forward at the same 
level, we could ask at a later time for that. 

We have also, as I pointed out, at the railhead facilities made a 
minimum start and we hope we never will have to complete it if our 
efforts are successful in averting a general war. 

After all of the various projects had been submitted from the field, 
the using agencies, and evaluated and reviewed through our regular 
channels, they were each screened by one of three panels comprising 
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not only military men who were not in the using agencies, but also 
civilian consultants who had been carefully selected from industrial 
and business leadership of the country. 

Secretary Lovett gave you a list of the people. Some of those 
were on our panel. I have a list as to our panels and their composition 
which I will provide for the record. 

(The list above referred to is as follows:) 


List or ConsuLTANTS Wuo Sat on Spectat PANELS TO ScREEN ARMY 
CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM FOR 1952 


PANEL I. OVERSEAS CONSTRUCTION 
R. E. Dougherty, railroad consultant, past president of the American Society of 


Civil Engineers 
Lt. Gen. Leonard T. Gerow, United States Army (retired) 


PANEL II, ARMY FIELD FORCES CONSTRUCTION 


John Budd, president of the Great Northern Railroad 
Maj. Gen. A. C, Smith, deputy commander of the Fifth Army 


PANEL III. TECHNICAL SERVICE CONSTRUCTION 


O. L. Pringle, vice president of the Columbia Steel Corp, 
Maj. Gen, Cecil R. Moore, United States Army (retired), now an executive of 
apors Co., and formerly chief engineer in the European theater 

Mr. BenpetsEN. Panel I reviewed oversea construction; panel IT, 
Army field-force construction—those are the troop facilities in the 
United States for the active forces—and panel III, the technical- 
service construction. That is the depots I have described and the 
other facilities for the storage and maintenance operations. 

Now, these members sat for 2 weeks and heard over 100 witnesses, 
requiring representatives of each of the using agencies to justify every 
request that they put up in the light of the specific guidelines Secretary 
Lovett has already discussed with you. 

After this exhaustive examination, the requests were revised by 
the panel and they were then screened against a set of criteria estab- 
lished by a special review committee of which I was a member which 
had been appointed by Secretary Lovett, and included the Under 
Secretaries of the Navy and Air. 

During all of this process of review, which was still another step, 
I had the invaluable assistance of the Army’s Budget Advisory Com- 
mittee, of budget analysts from the Office of the Secretary of Defense 
(Comptroller), and of the Military Estimates Division of the Bureau 
of the Budget. I requested those people to be detailed to the Army 
to serve with me in assisting us in this review. 

The result of this review as completed by the Secretary of the 
Army—I acted for him—the Secretary of Defense and the Bureau 
of the Budget was to reduce the initial requests totaling some 5 
billion to 1.8 billion, the figure originally submitted to Congress. 

As I have explained, this figure was reduced in the House to 1.4 
billion, and we now request that you consider the restoration of 
75 million general authorization for the depot facilities, for a total 
authorization of $1,498,791,528. 

Based on this and the earlier authorizations previously enacted, the 
Army plans to request an appropriation of $1,234,326,198 for con- 
struction at this time. 





58 MILITARY AND NAVAL CONSTRUCTION 


Senator Stennis. Is that for domestic installations you are talking 
about here? 

Mr. Benpetsen. No, sir; that is for the domestic and oversea. 

Senator Srennis. For the Army? 

Mr. Benpersen. Army. In other words, we are requesting 
$1,498 ,000,000 authorization for the continental United States, oversea 
and classified projects of which we are asking the Congress to ap- 
propriate $1,234,000,000 this year. 

I have lived very closely with the construction program myself 
during this period; and, while I cannot guarantee it in every detail, I can 
assure you we have painstakingly sought to eliminate imperfections, 
and wherever possible in the light of our program to defer military 
construction to the latest feasible date, taking it out this year and 
deferring a decision as to what the requirements might have to be in 
the future. 

Our resulting requests for authorization, as I have explained above, 
represents but a part of our total military-construction requirements. 
It covers minimum facilities we must initiate in fiscal 1952 to support 
the active Army I have described to you, which has been expanded 
in 14 months from 592,000 to 1,550,000, to handle and store our in- 
creasing stocks of matériel, to permit the acceleration of our research 
and development program, and to augment the mobilization base. 

I have with me not only officers from the Assistant Chief of Staff, 
G-4, and from the Office, Chief of Engineers. I have General Reeder, 
Acting G-4, and General Nold, the Deputy Chief of Engineers, 
Colonel Cardwell, the Acting Chief of the Service Division, G4, that 
has the immediate supervision from the standpoint of the General 
Staff program, who would be glad to go into any details which you 
may wish us to present on any and all of the projects. 

Chairman Russretut. What do you estimate the cost of these 
barracks per man to be? I believe I have gathered from your general 
statements you have had two types. What do you estimate the cost 
per man is in each of the categories? 

Mr. Benpertsen. I would like to ask General Nold to give you the 
figures on the permanent and the modified type. 

General Notp. We have, Mr. Chairman, general figures on the 
details of these construction costs. The barracks are estimated to 
cost at the rate of $12 a square foot, and according to my recollection 
that is about $2,400 per man for the permanent barracks. 

Chairman Russeiu. How about your semipermanent, the ones that 
are not so permanent? 

General Noutp. That is a lesser cost. I have to get the details. 

Mr. Benpetsen. I believe it is about $1,600 per man. 

General Nop. That is about right, sir. 

Chairman Russetu. Do you estimate the life of that as 10 years? 

Mr. Benpersen. I think the modified type is 25 years. 

General Noup. Well, it is a matter of speculation, Mr. Chairman, 
as to the total life. We know that during their active life the mainten- 
ance costs will not be excessive. 

Chairman Russetu. What is then your estimated life? 

Mr. Benpetsen. I beg your pardon; on the record, it is 10 years, 
not 25. Excuse me, Mr. Chairman. 

General Noup. Of the modified emergency type, we estimate 12 to 
15 years as being a reasonable life. 
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Chairman Ruvusse.i. Without incurring excessive maintenance 
costs? 

General Noup. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russe.ui. How about your permanent barracks? 

General Nouv. Well, they are figured on an amortization basis, for 
the purpose of estimate, of 35 years. 

Chairman Russet. Without excessive maintenance costs? 

General Nouv. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russextu. You could qualify those under an FHA loan, 
then; couldn’t you? 

General Nop. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russeiit. The committee would like to find some way 
to finance it other than to appropriate for it. 

Well, now on these depots, this $100,000,000 worth, you have other 
figures for the depots other than this $100,000,000; do you not? 

Mr. BenpetsEeN. No. This authorization request of $100,000,000, 
of which $25,000,000 is to be taken under consideration as our specific 
fiscal year 1952 appropriation request, is all that we now see for depot 
construction. 

Chairman RusseLt. You had some testimony in your statement, 
Mr. Secretary, about general depots and either 29 or 39 technical 
depot installations. Are they all included within the $100,000,000? 

Mr. BenvetsEn. No, sir. 

Chairman Russexii. That is what I was getting at. That is in 
addition to the $100,000,000? 

Mr. Benpetsen. That is right, sir. 

Chairman Russe.u. What do you estimate the cost of that to be? 
How do you estimate depot costs? 

Mr. BenpETSEN. What is the square-footage cost for the various 
classes of storage construction? 

General Nouip. There are a number of different types, Mr. Chair- 
man. For the emergency-type construction, they are reduced to 
$5.65 per square foot or less. 

Chairman Russeiit. How about your permanent depots? 

General Nop. And on the permanent type, about $8.40 per square 
foot. 

Chairman Russevyi. That has a life of 35 or 40 years, I would 
assume? 

General Noup. That is right. 

Chairman Russet_. What proportion of it is permanent and what 
proportion of it is semipermanent? 

Mr. Foster. There are in this program 15,900,000 square feet of 
permanent-type warehousing at $8.40, which is, in round figures, 
$133,500,000 dollars. One million, four hundred and seventy-six 
thousand square feet of open warehouses—These are three-sided, 
on-grade construction at $4 a square foot, $5.7 million dollars, 1,300,- 
000 square feet of igloos for storage of ammunition, which runs $16 
a square foot, $20.8 million and 15,391,000 square feet of open storage 
hard stands at 45 cents for a total of $6.9 million, or an aggregate of 
$166,998,000, or roughly $167,000,000. 

Chairman Russe.u. I am sorry; I did not get the cost of that 
outdoor 

Mr. Fosver. Forty-five cents a square foot, sir. Those are average 
costs. They will vary widely with the subsurface conditions on the 
site. 
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Chairman Russe.u. Just to use one item as an illustration, where 
would you store a surplus tank or reserve tank? Would you store 
that in a warehouse or on these hard stands? 

Mr. Foster. It was originally contemplated, Mr. Chairman, to 
store those under cover in these open-type warehouses which, as I 
say, have a concrete floor at grade, but the quantity that we origi- 
nally contemplated was reduced, as Mr. Bendetsen explained, and 
probably before the year is out some equipment will have to be 
weatherized and stored on hard standings eutdoors. 

Chairman Russe... Is your weatherization process satisfactory on 
tanks? Can anybody here answer that question? 

General Reever. Yes, sir. I might say, however, that in this 
process we will move out of cover storage World War II stuff and put 
the newer equipment under cover. 

Chairman RusseLL. Where are you going to keep your bulldozers 
and heavy earth-moving equipment? I assume you will have quite 
a bit of that in reserve. 

General Rezper. Well, we will have some; yes, sir. There will be 
some of that outside possibly. 

Chairman Russe.u. Doesn’t it deteriorate pretty rapidly outside? 

General Reever. No. The first year with care the deterioration 
is not too bad; and, faced with the size of this authorization and 
appropriation, we said we were after all preparing for a possible war; 
and in that case, if we built warehouses which were to warehouse 
materials which wovld never be warehoused but used, we would be 
very wrong, and as between the two we would be wiser to put our 
money into the structures which whould house men who must be 
housed and take a chance for the moment on the best warehousing 
for the equipment to be delivered. 

Chairman Russe.y. I assume you have a considerable quantity 
of antiaircraft guns, electronic equipment, aiming devices, and things 
of that nature. 

General Reeper. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russevu. Where are you going to store them? 

General Rrereper. We are going to put under cover first the items 
which take the greatest damage from outdoor storage. That is the 
simple principle. 

Chairman Russeuu. I would assume that, but I am just curious 
in my own mind as to where these items would fall, in what category. 

General Reever. If you are going to store a tank outside, you 
would strip from it or cocoon the electronic equipment so that would 
not take damage in storing outside. We have had pretty good success 
with sealing. 

Chairman Russet. I assume you are not planning to have any 
great reserve of trucks and half-tracks, and things of that kind because 
they can be turned out rather rapidly. Of course, after World War 
Il, - “ store all of that class of material outside, or at least I assume 

ou did. 
. General Reepsr. That will be stored outside. 

Chairman Russe.u. Some of that deteriorates pretty rapidly 
outside, too; doesn’t it? 

General Reeper. Not too rapidly. The main trouble with it 
is that it is not used enough. Now, we here in Washington, where 
there are no alleys and no garages to speak of, are quite accustomed to 
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motor vehicles standing outside for 4 or 5 years without serious 
deterioration. 

Chairman Russevi. That is quite true as far as my own personal 
vehicle is concerned. It very seldom knows what a garage is, but we 
heard a great deal about how they had deteriorated when we got to 
selling this surplus equipment. They marked it down consider ably 
because it had been sitting outside for 18 months to 2 years. 

General Reever. The wartime truck is of little value in the 
domestic economy. It carries power on the front wheels which is 
not required on our good-road network. It has got ruggedness built 
into it that is not necessary to run over good roads, and consequently 
it costs more to operate. 

Mr. Benpvetsen. Of course, there was another factor, Mr. Chair- 
man; which was a very real one during the contraction of the Armed 
Forces after World War II. 

Some of this equipment that was stored outside could not be 
weatherized because there were just not the funds to cover the people 
to do it in some areas, so that deterioration was more rapid than 
would be the case if those steps were taken which we contemplate 
now taking with whatever we have to store outside in the way of 
new equipment. 

Chairman Russet. I do not apprehend we will have that trouble 
for the next fiscal year or so. We may if we do not get in a general 
war. You will have more and more difficulty, of course, in getting 
appropriations. 

Mr. Benpersen. We would face a problem in the future, Mr. Chair- 
man, Which I should emphasize and which is the one you are describ- 
ing, if we are successful. We will have some of this outside for a con- 
tracted period and we will have to take measures which will protect 
it. We are trying to defer the load now and make our decisions and 
our request in the light of developments. 

We think that is the soundest and most economical way to proceed, 
but it will not guarantee what the situation will be in the future. 

Chairman Russeiu. I am rather sympathetic to your request for 
the $75,000,000 authorization for the warehousing and storage because 
of the fact that we do not know what conditions will be a year or two 
from now. 

If we do not have a war, we will have an awful lot of very costly 
equipment on hand that ought to be protected, and if we ran into a 
period where we were lulled into a complete sense of false security in 
this country, why, you might have to sell it all again, because you 
would not have anybody to even look after it, to process it or to pro- 
tect it, whereas if you had the warehousing, why, you could at least 
protect the equipment whether you had the forces in being to use it 
or not. 

Senator Saltonstall, you had a question. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. I would like to ask Mr. Lovett just one 
question, and that is in reference to title VI of this bill. There has 
been no testimony on it. 

That bill was originally a bill before this committee, and it went 
up to the President. The President vetoed it, and the House over- 
rode the veto. The Senate has never acted on it, and Mr. Vinson 
has put it in this bill with improved language really and more extended 
language. 


&8605—51 
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I wondered if you had any objection to it in its present language 
or with some suggested changes. 

Mr. Lover. “That is the portion relating to the clearance of real 
estate, is it? 

Mr. BenpeErTseENn. Yes, sir; that is right, Mr. Lovett. 

Mr. Loverr. With appropriate language, Senator Saltonstall, with 
the limits raised as was suggested by the Department, there would 
be no objection to—— 

Senator SaLtronsTaLL. What would you think the limits ought to 
be on rental? 

Mr. Lovertr. We have written a letter on that, sir. 

Mr. BrenpETSEN. We suggest that the provision of section 601 b 
and c which now specifies a $10,000 limit be raised to $50,000, and 
that section 601 a, d, and e, which do not specify a limit, be set at 
$50,000. 

Chairman Russe... I had in mind $25,000. 

Mr. Lovett. We have already requested that in the amount of 
$50,000, sir. 

Senator SatronsTaLL. May I ask one more question. As I read 
the bill very hastily it applies to acquisition of land, but has nothin 
in there about the buildings to be put on the land, so if you buy ied 
or rent land in a comparatively cheap amount and then plan to put, 
we will say, several million dollars’ worth of buildings on it, this bill 
in its present form does not really give us the information that we 
need. 

Mr. BenpeEtsEN. Well, it would mean, Senator Saltonstall, that if, 
for instance, we had a facility and the land and the buildings involved, 
of course the buildings take on the character of real estate, that we 
would be governed by this amount. 

Senator SaLToNsTALL. What I had in mind was supposing you had 
a vacant Jot of land, we will say, in Brooklyn next to the navy yard 
or some Army installation, and the only request you have before you 
is to buy that land that hasn’t got anything onit. As I read that. 
language it would not require you to say, “We want this land for 
$100,000,”’ which is a reasonable figure, but it would not require you 
to come before us and say, “If we get the land for $100,000, which is a 
proper figure, we intend to put a $10,000,000 on it.”’ 

Mr. Benpvetsen. We would have to get an authorization to do it. 

Mr. Loverr. That would come in. the subsequent step, sir. 

Chairman Russe._. You would have to get a law before you could 
build on the land? 

Senator SaLTonsTaLL. Yes; but what I was trying to bring out was 
it would not seem to me that we would have the full information 
before us with relation to that piece of land, if you only had $100,000 
involved, you see what I mean, because maybe we could say why don’t 
you use an existing building or why do you need a new building? 

erhaps that is going into too much detail. 

Mr. Benpertsen. Our request for a change in the language would 
contemplate that the Secretaries of the military department would 
furnish the Armed Services Committee with quarterly reports on 
exactly why we propose to acquire the land, for what purpose—what 
would be involved. 

Now under this plan it would necessarily, as I see it, at least, mean 
that we would have to say to you, “We want to acquire this for a 
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certain purpose,’ and to outline as best we then could what the cost 
would be. 

Mr. Loverr. If it were over the 50,000, I think that would be 
clearly so. 

Senator SaLTonsTa.Lu. If that is your interpretation, then that 
would. carry out the thought I have in mind. 

Mr. Lovetrr. We would have to justify the purpose to the com- 
mittee. 

Chairman Russeiu. One thing that occurred to me was that vou 
have to report all acquisitions of real property. Do you have many 
of those in very small amounts where you acquire five or six thousand 
dollars’ worth of land? 

General Notp. We have them in detail, Mr. Chairman, if you 
wish. 

Chairman Russe. It seems to me there ought to be some ceiling 
on that or a floor. If the value of real estate where you are acquiring 
a couple of acres of farm land to fill in a corner of some existing instal- 
lation is in a small amount, it would not be necessary unless it were 
very expensive property, to report that. It seems to me that there 
ought to be some limit on the acquisition of the program. 

Mr. Benp srsen. What we vould propose really is this. We should 
like to request consideration of the committee to raise the $10,000 
figure to $50,000. 

We would also propose that we would make quarterly reports to 
you of all real estate actians between 10 and 50, so that vou would 
get a picture, at least, as to real estate actions involving land where 
the value is less than 50 and above 10, you would get in detail all of 
our action and you would be kept in touch with it currently on 
quarterly reports. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. If we did that, Mr. Chairman, then that 
would not put this very excessive cost on the armed services that the 
bill in its present form would put on. The figure that sticks in my 
mind is it would cost a substantial amount of money to administer 
that. 

Mr. BENDETSEN. It would reduce the expense of administration 
and for parcels under 50,000 would speed up the process and give us 
the advantage of making a better deal in cases where you would not 
be able to do it if there were delay and everyone knew what you were 
about. We would still report to you quarterly the actions between 
ten and fifty thousand. 

Chairman RussEe.u. Of all type leases, acquisitions? 

Mr. Benpetsen. All real estate actions, yes, sir. That would be 
the proposal which has been submitted, I think, to the committee by 
letter in detail to amend title VI. 

Chairman Russe.u. I haven’t received any letter on that. I look 
at it with considerable sympathy for reasons other than you have 
advanced. 

If you are going to bog down a subcommittee of this committee 
with all of these mmute transactions, why, they will not be able to do 
a good job on the large ones. They will all just get lost and say, “Let 
them go, here are 200, I haven’t time to go through them.” If you 
get it down to those that are really important, I think the committee 
could be helpful to the services. 

Senator SALTonsTALL. I think we have been helpful to the Navy. 
Mr. Lovett. The committee can be and has been, Senator. 
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Chairman Russe.u. Now, gentlemen, I would like to know how 
much detail this committee wishes to go into on this authorization. 

Senator SarronstaLLt. What is the chairman’s idea? 

Chairman Russx.u. I stated this morning on opening these hearings 
that the House apparently has gone into them in great detail. The 
services have submitted a tremendous amount of matter relating to 
them. The ones that Colonel Galusha has in his hands just relate to 
the Army alone. 

I see no reason for this committee to burden this record by running 
down into detail on every one of these projects. I hope we can get this 
bill on the floor and report it to the Senate the last of this week at the 
very latest. I think this committee should make every effort to report 
this bill not later than Friday. 

Senator SALTONsTALL. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if there is some 
way by which, for instance, the Army could take that great bulk of 
authorizations and give us testimony on what they might call the 
marginal cases. 

Chairman Russe... They do not confess to any marginal cases. 

Mr. BenpetseN. They are all essential. 

Chairman Russexy. All of those have already been eliminated 
long since through this screening process. They have got down 
now to the bare bones, what they have got to have. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. I saw you smiling when I said that. I 
believe there are still some honest men in the armed services and I 
thought there might be some way by which they could take up the 
cases that there is some doubt about and the other cases. I do 
not see how we could possibly begin to go into all of them. 

Mr. Loverr. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me, sir, that the Army 
and the sister services could high-spot each of those books rather 
quickly and I believe it would be a revealing exposition to sample 
the quality of projects and to show the justifications in broad terms. 
I think they could do that in a relatively few hours. 

Chairman RusseLt,t. We might make a spot check, just pick out 
one project here and tell them to give us the story on that. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, I have just a few questions of 
these gentlemen here before you go into another matter, please. 

Chairman Russe... I will be glad to do that. I was preparing to 
recess until 2:30, but we can go into it now. 

Senator Stennis. Are they going to be back? 

Chairman Russe.u. Yes. 

Mr. Loverr. I was going to ask you to excuse me this afternoon. 

Chairman Russe.u. Yes, sir; I realize you have other commit- 
ments, Mr. Secretary, and for that reason I was willing to excuse you 
when you concluded your statement. We are always glad to have 
you here. 

You have a great deal of information, but we do not want to or 
you here during all these hearings. We may find it necessary to call 
on you later for some specific matter. 

Senator Stennis, do you want to proceed now? 

Senator Stennis. I can ask this other gentleman the question just 
as well, thank you. That will be all right. 

I know Mr. Lovett is a mighty busy man. 

Chairman Russe.ti. The committee will stand in recess until 2:30. 

(Whereupon, at 1:35 p. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene 
at 2:30 p. m., on the same day.) 
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AFTERNOON SESSION 


Present: Senators Russell (Chairman), Hunt, Stennis, Long, and 
Saltonstall. 

Chairman Russe.iu. Are you gentlemen prepared to go ahead with 
your testimony now? 


STATEMENT OF HON. KARL R. BENDETSEN--RESUMED, ACCOM- 
PANIED BY MAJ. GEN. WILLIAM 0. REEDER, COL. EUGENE F. 
CARDWELL, COL. WILLIAM A. CARTER, HARRY S. HULL, MAJ. 
GEN. G. J. NOLD, GEORGE F. MEIER, AND R. B. FOSTER, JR. 


Colonel Carpwett. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman RussE.u. I notice in the memorandum submitted to us 
by the Department there is on page 7, line 22, a typographical error 
of a million dollars. The Secretary testified as to this other item, 
and the storage facilities; and on page 16, line 20, er the words 

“of temporary” insert the words “or permanent.” I shall place the 
list of amendments requested by the Army in the record at this point. 

On page 7, line 22, delete “$432,230” and insert in lieu thereof 
“$1,453,030”. This amendment would correct an inadvertent error 
in the amount of the authorization for the California Institute of 
Technology, California. The full amount was approved by the 
House Armed Services Committee and is now included in the total 
in section 502 with respect to inside continental United States under 
title I. 

On page 15, line 4, insert the following: 


(General) 


Depot facilities, Continental United States: Storage, administrative, shop, 
operational and supporting facilities, and utilities, $75,000,000. 

This amendment would provide a heading that will separate the 
general authorizations appearing immediately thereafter from the 
preceding authorizations which are for the Army Medical Service. 
It would also restore the authorization of $75,000,000 for depot fa- 
cilities at various locations that was eliminated by the House Armed 
Services Committee from the total request of $100,000,000 for that 
purpose; $25,000,000 of such authorization was approved by that 
committee but was included in the authorization at specific locations 
elsewhere in the bill. The restoration of authorization is needed to 
meet the requirements of the Army resulting from the flow of materials 
from procurement. 

On page 16, line 20, following the word “temporary” which begins 
on line 19, iasert the words “or permanent’’. This is a clarifying 
amendment intended to correct an inadvertent ommission ia language. 

What is the occasion for that? 

Colonel Carpwetvi. That is a typographical error, too, Mr. Chair- 
man. The other phrase throughout the bill has been ‘‘of a temporary 
or permanent public works.’”’ There they left out the words “or 
permanent.” 

The construction that is included in that section 102 may be perma- 
nent or temporary. 

Chairman Russe... | see. 
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You do not think it was the intent of the House to limit him on 
these classified projects to temporary? 

Colonel Carpwetv. I am quite sure that it was not, particularly 
of those in the United States. 

Chairman Russexu. Well, I do not know of any way to approach a 
more thorough understanding of these various items that to select a 
few of them at random of different types and ask you gentlemen to 
give us a breakdown on it. 

Colonel Carpwe tu. Colonel Carter is prepared, Mr. Chairman, to 
briefly go through these by Army areas. There are six Army areas, 
and in the overseas areas after that. 

Chairman Russet. All right, you may proceed, Colonel Carter. 

Colonel Carrer. I plan, sir, to go through this act line by line in 
the bill as it is written. It may be better to brief it somewhat more 
than that. 

On page 2 of the bill, lines 3 through 18 list projects at seven First 
Army installations of a total $39,827,150. 

The stations included are Fort Devens, Fort Dix, Camp Edwards, 
Fort Jay, Camp Kilmer, and Pine Camp, N. Y., for training facilities, 
as well as Camp Wellfleet, Mass., for training facilities. 

These will provide 6,075 permanent housing spaces at Fort Dix, 
4,000-man reception center at Camp Kilmer, and the hospital which 
was previously mentioned at Fort Dix. 

The remainder of the money is for training facilities. If there are 
any questions about any of those, sir, why, we will try to answer them. 

Chairman Russeti. What do training facilities cover, Colonel, 
besides barracks? 


Colonel Carrer. The training facilities do not cover barracks; 
they cover regs new ranges and combat and cities courses, and 


various types of training activities which have come up in connection 
with development of weapons, development of forces overseas at the 
present time. 

Chairman Russe... Do they cover roads? 

Colonel Carter. They would cover roads where roads were con- 
nected with new ranges. They also cover classrooms. 

There is a list, sir, of the training facilities at Fort Dix. There are 
six rifle grenade courses, six practice mortar ranges, two proficiency 
test courses, a known distance range, an infiltration course, squad 
problem course, machine gun range a thousand inch per hundred 
targets; pistol ranges for 50 targets at close combat range; combat 
and cities course, the transition range and assault, rifle, and quite a 
few others. * 

There are 43 classrooms involved in this particular item of training 
facilities. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, will you permit an interruption? 

Chairman Russetu. Certainly. 

Senator Stennis. Secretary Bendetsen—he is not to be back? 

Chairman Russe.u. He will be back shortly. 

Colonel Carrer. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. That is all right. 

Mr. Benpetsen. I beg your pardon, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, 
for being late. May I tell you the reason why off the record? 

Chairman Russeuu. Yes. 

(Discussion off the record.) 
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Chairman Russgiu. Colonel, do you have any figures that would 
ive the total of that which is earmarked in this authorization for 
and acquisition throughout the whole Army? 

Colonel Cartsr. Yes, sir; we have that total. The total amounts, 
sir, for land acquisition throughout the entire bill is $30,030,620. 

Chairman Russe.i. You mean the whole bill as far as the Army is 
concerned? 

Colonel Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russe.u. That is for the Department of the Army? 

Colonel Carrer. That is right, sir. 

Mr. BenpeETSEN. It is 454,321 acres. 

Senator Lone. How many acres? 

Mr. Benpvetsen. 454,321 acres all told, both inside and outside the 
continental United States, of which the total figures 

Senator Lone. How much is inside the United States, the acreage 
to be purchased? 

Mr. Benpetsen. There are only — I want to amend my statement, 
Senator Long. It is entirely continental United States, 454,321. 

Senator Lone. That is an awful lot of acreage. 

Colonel Carrer. The majority of that acreage, sir, is involved in 
those railhead type of facilities which we discussed this morning. 

Mr. Benpetsen. There are 10 of those which are for the purpose 
of establishing an installment on a mobilization basis. They are all 
World War I] camps which were used, but in the rapid demobilization 
were turned back, and so the acquisition of the land is involved in the 
work which we propose to do. 

Senator Lone. Do you have to reacquire the land, is that it? 

Mr. Benpetsen. We do in many cases; yes, sir. 

Colonel Carter. That is right. 

Senator Lone. And reconstruct the same thing that you had? 

Mr. Benpersen. No, I would like to explain there, Senator Long 
we discussed it this morning—we hope we will never have to recon- 
struct for full cantonment at these locations; only in the event of a 
mobilization would it become necessary. But we feel this is the most 
economical way in which we could absorb the lead time gap that would 
ensue upon a mobilization and still have them in minimum condition 
with the main roads, the underground utilities and the overhead 
utilities, to let us put troops in there and start training and expanding 
after M-day, and if that did not happen we would not propose to 
reestablish them as fully operating cantonments. It is very important 
to us to have this small segment of an installment on Jead time, but 
we hope that we will never have to go the rest of the way. 

Senator Lone. That is in the event of full mobilization you would 
be able to use all those much more quickly than if you did not have 
that? 

Mr. Benpetsen. That is right, sir. We could immediately move 
in the initial cantonment party that could get started and begin to 
receive people and put them under canvas and concurrently go 
forward with the balance of the thing that is essential. 

Chairman Russetu. All right, Colonel Carter. . 

Colonel Carrer. Shall I proceed with the second Army area, sir? 

Chairman Russe. Yes. 

Colonel Carter. In the second Army.area on page 2 of the bill, 
line 19 through 25, and line 1 through 15 on page 3 are projects for 
nine Second Army installations in the amount of $85,149,700. 





68 MILITARY AND NAVAL CONSTRUCTION 


These stations are Bethany Beach, Del.; Camp Breckinridge, Ky.; 
Fort Campbell, Ky.; training facilities at A. P. Hill Military Reserva- 
tion, Va.; school buildiags at Fort Holabird, Md.; some construction 
at Indiantown Gap Military Reservation, Pa.; Fort Knox, Ky.; Fort 
Meade, Md.; and Camp Pickett, Va. 

The major items are 8,970 permanent enlisted housing spaces and 
supporting facilities at Fort Campbell, and 8,430 permanent enlisted 
housing spaces at Fort Knox, Ky. 

Senator Srennis. Mr. Chairman, may I ask what does that mean, 
enlisted housing spaces? 

Colonel Carrer. Barracks. 

Senator Srennis. I thought maybe it had some special meaning. 

Mr. Benpersen. Those are troop spaces. 

Colonel Carrer. Those are barracks. 

Mr. Benpetsen. It really means the number of individual soldiers, 
and we call them spaces. 

Chairman Russextu. This anticipates making a major installation 
out of Fort Campbell. What specialized kind of training is being 
given there? 

Colonel Carrer. Fort Campbell has an airborne division stationed 
there now, Sir, and it will be a permanent station, a division according 
to my understanding. It has already some permanent construction 
authorized, and, of course, as you know, is in a very good training 
area. 

Senator Hunt. You have National Guard troops there at the 
present time, do you not? 

Colonel Carrer. I am not sure. 

Colonel CarpWELL. There could be some National Guard troops 
on active duty. 

Colonel Carrer. Active Guard units. 

Colonel Carpwe.u. That station will have a permanent comple- 
ment of 15,750 enlisted men during peacetime. 

Chairman Russeuu. All right, sir, you may move to the Third 
Army now, sir. 

Senator Hunt. All of these nine are present established facilities, 
are they not? 

Colonel Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Benpersen. Well, actually, Bethany Beach, Del., is a National 
Guard training area at the present time. 

Colonel Carrsmr. But it is established; it is not new. 

Mr. Benpertsen. It has been in use for some years, but it has not 
had a permanent garrison there. 

Colonel Carter. And those facilities at Bethany Beach are for a 
tent camp. It is not for a permanent type of structure. 

Senator Srennis. Mr. Chairman, I stepped out of the room for a 
minute. Would you tell us what pattern you are following here? 

Chairman Russreuui. He is merely running through the bill and 
mentioning each of these facilities by name. If any question arises 
with respect to any of them, the committee can inquire into it. 

Colonel Carter. On page 3 of the bill, lines 16 through 24, and 
page 4, lines 1 through 15, are projects at 10 Third Army installations 
in the amount of $122,747,160. 

The major stations involved are Fort Benning, where 7,545 perma- 
nent enlisted troop spaces are being provided, and a 500-bed hospital. 
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There is $5,722,700 for the establishment of a railhead type facility 
at Camp Blanding, Fla. That will provide the basis for the expan- 
sion of Camp Blanding in the shortest possible time in the event of 
mobilization to take care of an infantry replacement training « center. 

Senator Stennis. Fort Benning is a permanent— 

Colonel Carrer. Fort Benning is a permanent installation. 

Senator Srennis. It is like the marine barracks here in Wash- 
ington? 

Colonel Carrer. Benning is permanent. It was established well 
before the first World War. 

Senator Srennis. Yes. 

Colonel Carrer. And it has quite a lot of permanent construction 
there now. 

Mr. Benvetsen. Our infantry school is there. 

Senator Stennis. That is what I remember. 

Colonel Carrer. Fort Bragg, N. C., another old Army station, 
we have 10,000 enlisted spaces being provided in permanent facilities, 
and a 500-bed hospital. 

Camp Gordon—— 

Senator Lone. Ten thousand enlisted spaces? Just exactly what 
does that mean, enlisted spaces? 

Colonel Carter. It means we will be able to house 10,000. enlisted 
men in the barracks there. 

Senator Lona. I have not seen that kind of barracks. . That would 
not be those sort of shotgun barracks we had during World War IT? 

Colonel Carrer. These are not. These are designed of a modified, 
you might say, masonry construction. They are reenforced concrete 
frames with cheaper material for curtain walls,* with permanent 
interior walls, permanent latrines, and all that sort of thing. They 
are three-story buildings. 

Senator STeNNIs. $2,400 per man is what they testified to this 
morning. 

Mr. Benpetsen. It is about $1,700 to $1,800. 

Colonel Carrer. About $2,400. 

Mr. Benpetsen. That was for permanent construction. 

Colonel Carrer. No, sir; these are 

Senator Lone. Do the men live in partitioned rooms there? 

Colonel Carter. The design, sir, is so that it is possible—and we 
are providing wallboard partitions or plyboard partitions so there is 
quite a degree of privacy. 

There are not individual rooms for the men. 

Mr. BenpetsEeN. We have under study at this time, Senator Long, 
various things we might be able to do within the funds that we feel 
we economically can do, and which would be wise to spend, such 
things as we might do to provide the men over a long period, with the 
things that you have in mind. At present we do not, however. 

Senator Lone. You have that partitioned, I take it, for the men. 
I just want to know what vour design calls for. 

Colonel Carrer. The design calls for quite a few individual rooms 
for the noncommissioned officers of the higher grades, and then in 
what we formerly knew as the old squad rooms, they are broken down 
so that there are two bunks on one side of the building. The building 
is three bunks wide, and there are two bunks on one side, and in a 
cubicle, and four on the other side of the corridor of the cubicle, and 
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the partition runs crossway in the barracks so that there is actually 
no door. The partition is not extended completely from the floor to 
the ceiling. It is séveral inches off the floor, and a few inches off the 
ceiling, to provide ventilation and make the heating problems easier. 

It does give this particular design which the Secretary said has not 
been finalized, but is the one on which these figures are based. It 
does not give a complete private room for three or four men, but it 
does give them a great deal more privacy than they ever had in the 
past. 

Mr. Benpersen. We are trying in three departments to arrive at 
a common type of specification for like accommodations, and if we 
can do it without increasing the cost at the permanent places over the 
years where we could, as we hope, to get down to ultimately a size 
force that could be maintained by volunteer enlistments, we can 
offer them the kind of inducement to come in and stay in. We have 
it in mind, but we would not wish to do it if it entailed a larger ex- 
penditure now. 

Senator Lona. In the event of a grave emergency could you double 
up on the housing in those areas, in those quarters? 

Colonel Carter. This capacity figure of 72 square feet per man, 
and 60 is the mobilization square footage. It would be possible to 
double up so that we would have 60 square feet per man. 

To go on, at Camp Gordon, Ga., we are providing certain facilities 
to fill out the station at Fort Jackson, S. C., shops and classrooms; 
another railhead installation at McCain, Miss., or some alternate 
location, for 42,000 men, which has been explained would not be for 
42,000 men now, except in tent camps, but it would provide us with 
a long lead time construction so that we could realize a 42,000-man 
camp much more quickly. 

Fort McClellan, Ala., provides for 3,811 permanent and 2,000 
modified emergency troop spaces to be utilized by the Women’s 
Army Corps and the Chemical Corps. 

Camp Rucker, Ala.—— 

Senator STENNIS. That is going to cost $23 million now. Does that 
complete those units specified here in this enumeration? 

Colonel Carrer. It does, sir. It provides for the complete units 
for the WAC training center, and practically the complete units for 
the chemical schools. I am not exactly sure what the status of the 
division of those activities is, but it provides for quite a completed 
force. . 

Colonel CarpWELL. In the screening process, however, there are 
certain things which have extremely high priority which were screened 
out and are not in this program. 

Chairman Russevu. Are your barracks for the WAC’s identical 
with that of the enlisted men in the Army? 

Colonel Cartrr. They are not identical, sir. I am not personally 
familiar with the WAC barracks. Perhaps General Nold is. 

General Notp. No, we have not designed those yet. There will 
be modifications. 

Colonel Carter. They will need bathtubs and laundry tubs that 
the enlisted men do not need. 

Colonel CarpwELL. They get somewhat more privacy. 

Colonel Carrser. That is night. 
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Chairman Russe... In other words, they have more partitions and 
more feet per person, more square feet per person than the men. 

Colonel Carrer. The square foot per person is to be kept the same 
in the living areas. They do require more square feet in laundry rooms 
and places like that, and bathrooms and so on, than are required for 
men; so the over-all square footage of the building will probably be 
bigger, but we do provide the same square foot for the women and 
the men. 

Chairman Russeit. They do more of their own laundry than the 
enlisted man does. 

Colonel Carrsr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Lone. How do you handle the laundry problem now? Do 
you have a laundry at the base and send it all out? 

Colonel Carter. That varies with different bases, but almost all 
of them have a laundery on the base. There are certain things they 
send to the laundery and certain things they would not like to send to 
the laundry. 

At Camp Rucker there were some blocks of buildings built during 
the last war which did not have any administration buildings and had 
inadequate supply buildings. They were built in blocks for battalions 
without any headquarters for units, individual units. Those people 
are now taking up barrack spaces, and we are providing for those 
facilities. 

The railhead facilities contemplate a 42,500 man camp at Camp 
Shelby, which is in the same status as the one at Blanding and McCain, 
and some additional buildings at Camp Stewart, Ga., to make the 
station fit the new organization of antiaircraft battalions. 

They have one additional company over what they previously had, 
and it has required some doubling up and mixing up ‘of the units. 

Chairman Russet. You must have had quite a job of rehabili- 
tating some of that, Colonel. 1 was down there November, 2 years 
ago, | believe it was, on a wild-turkey hunt, and incidentally I killed 
a nice gobbler, but the buildings were certainly deteriorating at a 
terrific rate at that time, those temporary buildings. Did you 
rehabilitate them? 

Colonel Carrer. Yes; we did. They were rehabilitated at great 
expense because of the lack of maintenance funds we had in the past. 
That is one of the reasons why we are going into this modified emer- 
gency rather than the mobilization-type buildings for this particular 
expansion, because we found in this rehabilitation program we are 
just more or less completing that we spent more money in the installa- 
tions that looked all right from the outside, and when we began to dig 
in and found the rot in the walls. 

Camp Stewart has been rehabilitated now to about 12,000 capacity 
and is in pretty good shape. Of course, it is a tent camp. 

Chairman Russex.u. That is a good deal smaller than it was during 
World War II; is it not? 

Colonel Carrer. Yes, sir; it was much larger than that. 

Chairman Russewu. It had 50 or 60 thousand men there, as I 
recall it. 

Colonel Carter. Yes, sir. 

Now, a great part of that, however, was in the so-called TO-type 
construction, which is completely gone. It has fallen down and has 
absolutely gone. We have only rehabilitated the type building which 
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we call the mobilization type, which we are all familiar with at 
Stewart. 

Chairman Russe_i. Some few of those temporary buildings had 
been kept in fairly good shape for National Guard use. 

Colonel Carter. That is right. 

Chairman Russe.v. I think when the guard went down there they 
did live in those temporary barracks. 

Colonel Carter. That is right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is that near Attalla? 

Colonel Carter. It is about 60 miles south of Savannah, near 
Hinesville, Ga. It is down in the swamps. It is an antiaircraft 
range. 

Senator Stennis. I was thinking of Alabama. 

Colonel Carrsr. To go on, on page 4, lines 16 through 25, and lines 
1 through 10 on page 5, there are projects for nine Fourth Army 
area installations totaling $81,647,260. 

This provides at Fort Bliss, Tex., for 5,895 permanent-type barracks 
for troops with supporting facilities; $8,382,300 to provide a railhead 
camp at Camp Bowie, Tex.; $1,942,900 for Camp Chaffee, Ark.; 
organize training aids and the acquisition of certain lands required 
to meet increased training requirements; $8,858,700 for a railhead- 
type facility at Camp Gruber, Okla.; and $11,220,900 at Fort Hood, 
Tex., to provide 1,350 permanent enlisted housing spaces and sup- 
porting facilities for 3,150 men. The 1,800 barracks spaces repre- 
senting the difference between these two figures are now under con- 
struction. f 

Senator Srennis. As you go along there, you do not have the 
estimated figures of the cost of utilizing this unit if it is ever put into 
use? In other words, Camp Gruber, Okla., we will say, land acquisi- 
tion, troop-supporting utilities, $8,858,700. You do not have another 
figure showing there what it would cost to complete it? 

Colonel Carrer. We have, sir. The figures are based on rule-of- 
thumb estimates and the total cost would average $1,913 per man. 

Senator STENNis. Yes. 

Colonel Carrer. That is one advantage to this railhead-type 
facility. We will get, in addition to the utilities, roads, and streets, 
the complete camp lay-out. We will get a great part of the plans and 
specifications for the complete camp itself; and the estimates, of 
course, will be much better as we proceed, and it will depend a great 
deal upon the planning when the camp is completed. 

Senator Srennis. Yes, but you do not have any rough rule-of- 
thumb figure? 

Colonel Carter. Camp Gruber would run about $76 million. 

Senator Srennis. I am going to ask for the total of all of them 
when you are through. Go ahead. 

Colonel Carrer. Which includes the amount which is already 
being authorized here. 

Mr. Benpersen. To expand or to create troop facilities of this 
kind, as Colonel Carter pointed out, we would hope that by this 
means of more effectively organizing our approach that we could 
get it cut down. 

Senator STenNis. | am not criticizing your method; I am just trying 
to get the figure. 

Mr. Benpersen. If you took a rule of thumb, it would cost just 
very roughly about $1,900 a man to go to a full training facility with 
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all the things that are required—land and roads and warehouses and 
the range facilities and the training aids and the barracks. 

Senator Srennis. Do not your barracks alone cost $1,600 per man 
for semi-permanent-type barracks? 

Mr. Benpetsen. That is right; but the over-all cost would be 
around $1,900 per man. 

‘Chairman Russevu. Does that include barracks? 

Mr. BenpetseEN. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. | thought you were going to use all of these as 
tents. I noted all of these were in a climate where you could use 
tents instead of barracks. 

Mr. Brenvetsen. Well, we would propose to use tents in the 
beginning, and, tf that could be continued, we would do so. But if 
we went to.temporary housing, as we did in World War II, the over-all 
cost would be about $1,900 a man. 

Chairman Russe.u. If we were to go precipitately into an all-out 
emergency now, I do not imagine you would go to build some barracks 
until you got men stationed there. 

Mr. BeNpETSEN. You would go right into the tents. 

Colonel Carrer. And this barrack would be emergency type, which 
would be of a shorter-duration type of construction. 

Chairman Russevy. When all is said and done, it is the most 
expensive type you could build. 

Colonel Carrer. It would last for a long period of time, although 
tents are not cheaper. 

Chairman Kvusgse_tt. Do you not have to have tents for them 
anyhow? 

Colonel Carrer. Of course, that would depend on the speed of 
mobilization. 

Mr. Benpetsen. We try to limit our tentage so that it would 
provide for oversea deployments to the extent that you require it, 
and for the emergency phases of a mobilization, but it is very expen- 
sive in the long pull, and it is also when you start in—there is always 
ashort supply. There is a short supply of canvas, duck, and webbing, 
and all the tentage. 

Chairman Russe.u. We have been trying to get you to lay in a 
supply of those where you would have them ready 

For example, on those Louisiana maneuvers early in World War II, 
did not all the men have tents with them on those maneuvers? 

Mr. BenpeTtseEN. Yes, sir; that is right, sir. 

Chairman Russe... | had an idea when you had a man shipped 
out in the field vou had to have a tent. 

Mr. Benpertsen. I think, if I remember, some of them had wooden 
guns. 

Chairman Russevu. They did. 

Colonel CarpweLL. When they go on maneuvers, Mr. Chairman, 
they do not take anywhere enough canvas for all men to live under. 
There are a certain amount of pieces of canvas taken along for ad- 
ministrative purposes, but the average soldier is living in a pup tent. 

Chairman Russe.u. That is what I meant. 

Senator Lona. Each fellow carried a shelter half, and if you put 
two of them together it was enough to shelter two men—just about 
the size of a single bed. 





74° MILITARY AND NAVAL CONSTRUCTION 


Senator SaLTonsTaLL. Might I ask a question about the Fourth 
Army area? Mr. Bendetsen, what I wanted to find out here is, take 
Fort Bliss. Here is an example of j = ust what we were discussing this 

now how you are going to work 


morning, and I am just curious to 
it out? 

You ask for $21,709,830, and yet your authorization, if we granted 
the whole of it, would be $33,451,830. 

Then, as I get it, there are also other propositions here at Fort 
Bliss that are not included. 

If we grant you this authorization of $21,709, 830, will you not have 
to come back at some time or another’to complete this thing? 

Mr. Benpetsen. We would have to, depending on the situation 
that then confronted us. In other words, we are providing for here 
at Bliss a part of the requirement which we feel we could get by on 
in the coming year, and in future years, depending on world conditions, 
and the military program recommended 

Senator SALTONSTALL. That is just what Senator Stennis brought 
out so clearly this morning. 

The thing that you have left out—two of the things you have left 
out 

Chairman Russevy_. Pardon me, Senator, they did not leave them 
out. They asked for them over in the House, but the House cut it 
from $33 million to $21 million. Is that not correct? 

Mr. Benpersen. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Russe.tu. This is one of those things that the House 
sliced. They cut dozens of them. 

Senator SaALTonsTALL. This is not one, though, that you are asking 
to have put back; is it? ‘ 

Mr. Benpersen. No, sir; we have not requested your reconsidera- 
tion of the House cut from $33,451,000 down to $21,709,000 of au- 
thorization. 

Senator SatronsTaLL. What Senator Stennis said then this morning 
still applies here—does it not—even though you asked for more 
money and the House cut you down, you are satisfied, except for 
$281 million. You are asking us to put back $281 million out of $779 
million. 

Mr. BenpetseNn. For the Army we are asking that you restore $75 
million. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Seventy-five million only. 

Mr. Benpetsen. Only, and that is for depot facilities which are 
not involved at Fort Bliss. 

Senator Satronsta.y. If I should be asked the question on the 
floor of the Senate, for instance, if I were trying to defend this author- 
ization, if I were asked the question of how much more will the Army 
come forward with if we give them this authorization, how much 
more do they want in future years under their authorization, what is 
my answer to that question? 

‘Mr. Benpersen. | think, Senator Saltonstall, that the answer to 
your question, as I see it, would be this: With the amount requested 
in the appropriation as ‘distinguished from the authorization, and 
except for storage facilities which I will describe in a monemt-——— 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Yes. 

Mr. BenpetsEN (continuing). We can get by with our active 
Army requirement. 
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Senator SauronsTaLL. Without actual war? 

Mr. Benpetsen. That is right. We would, depending on the 
situation as it develops, perhaps, come back at these stations over a 
period of time for additional amounts within the authorization, but 
we would always try to program that with a view to a cushioning of 
the effect on the economy, and the demand that would be made. 

In other words, this will give us the means for housing our active 
Army, the troops themselves, but it does not build the permanent 
stations of the Army to the point where they could in fabiite vears 
be maintained on a minimum basis or a smaller long-time permanent 
force. This does not cover that. 

Senator SauronsTaLL. Then, our answer to that question by a 
Member of the Senate would be and could be that so far as we know, 
short of actual war or some reasonably serious miscalculation which 
we do not think exists, the Army will not come forward for any more 
authorizations if this bill is granted. Is that right? 

Mr. Brenpetsen. I think that is correct, Senator Saltonstall. But 
I would, for the sake of the record, which is a very important point 
to you and to us, like to review once again what we would hope over 
a period of time, and, depending on the load that the country has to 
carry in these times of uncertainty, that the Congress would wish us 
at our permanent stations and for a reasonable strength below this 
present large active force, bring our post, camps, and stations to a 
permanent status to reduce the cost of annual operations and annual 
maintenance, so that, for instance, as to Fort Bliss we would hope, 
because that is a permanent station, that someday for the forces 
that would be permanently garrisoned there for a smaller Army than 
we have today, that we could phase over a period of years the appro- 
priations to establish permanent facilities for, say, an Army of around 
half a million. 

Now, we have not asked for that here. This is a large program and 
we do not think it is the time to ask for it. 

So far as the active forces of the Army, as they now stand at a 
million and a half, this would enable us to get by except for storage 
facilities. 

As to storage facilities we will have to come back to the committee 
for additional facilities for appropriations to provide them, and that 
will depend upon the international situation. 

if our production program carries forward at the level contemplated 
by the appropriations for procurement and production during fiscal 
year 1952, and if we carry that forward into 1953, after our presenta- 
tion, if in the judgment of the Congress the end items coming off the 
production line, in order to be protected for an indefinite period 
we would have to have more storage capacity. 

lf a war were forced upon us in the intermediate time, we would not 
want to ask you for the money to build the storage facilities because we 
would be using it as it was produced right from the factory docks, and 
that will give you a key to how we went about arriving at this request. 

We tried to phase it:so that we could get by with our million and 
a half man army, so that we could get by with the things this vear that 
were being produc ed, and, depending on what happens in.the future, 
to come to you to provide what we would need under the unforeseeable 
conditions. 
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Senator SALToONSTALL. Boiled down—that is a very careful answer 
and a very sincere answer, boiled down—could we say that for the 
next 3 or 4 years, or determinable in the near foreseeable future, the 
Army will not come forward and ask for any more authority short of 
war and short of possible storage facilities? 

Mr. Brenpetsen. Except for storage and oversea developments, 
depending on the arrangements we discussed with you earlier this 
morning on NATO, except for those two, we can get by with our 
million-and-a-half-man Army; is that right, Colonel? 

Chairman Russe... That is very gratifying to me to hear you say 
that, because [ had understood the House action in cutting such items 
as this Fort Bliss was based wholly on what was going to be con- 
structed in the next fiscal year, and it had no relation to the fact that 
the items were of this importance or that importance; that they just 
allowed you the authorization for what could be constructed in the 
next fiscal year. So, I am certainly gratified to know that we can 
save this authorization permanently. 

I had thought it was merely a fact that the House wanted to write 
a new authorization bill next year and that such items as this Fort 
Bliss item were such that you would be right back there next year 
for an authorization to fill out that $33 million program. 

Mr. Benpetsen. Well, depending on the situation, Mr. Chair. 
man—— 

Chairman RussEuu. I mean, with the situation as it is at this 
moment. 

Senator Stennis. What situation? 

Mr. Benpetsen. If, for instance, we had to expand or if, for in- 
stance, there were an unforeseen development in world conditions that 
would—— 

Chairmar. Russeuu. I am not talking about that, because I had 
understood that, even if the situation stayed as it is just at the present 
time, it was contemplated that you would be back here next year 
asking for authorizations for these amounts that they cut out. 

Mr. Benpetsen. That they cut out; yes, sir. 

Chairman Russeuu. Well, you just told Senator Saltonstall that 
you would not have to have those, so, do not deflate me quite so 
precipitously. I was just delighted to know that these reductions 
that they had made in such items as this Fort Bliss item would not 
be requested unless the world situation became more grave and you 
had more troops. 

I read over the House report, and I understood they made these 
reductions because you merely did not plan to contraet this money 
in the next fiscal year. 

Mr. Benpetsren. They did make the reduction because we did not 
plan to ask for authority to spend the money or obligate the money 
this vear. 

Chairman Russe.u. That is what I thought. 

Mr. Benpertsen. They have made cuts in proposed authorizations 
that we had before them in the original bill, and which is in the 
Senate version of the bill after the screening process, and my remarks 
to Senator Saltonstall, which I should correct, were based on our 
request. 

Now, we have not come in and asked that you consider the cuts 
of the House, because we feel that we might be able to get by. How- 
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ever, let us take Fort Bliss, for instance. On page 2501 of the book, 
the House deleted four items. 

Now, in order for Fort Bliss to come into its planned use as a 
permanent installation there was in our request an authorization for 
three regimental headquarters buildings, three of them to cost ulti- 
mately an estimated $1,059,000. We were not going to ask that it 
be built this year, and so the House cut it. 

We have accepted the cut, but I would not wish to say that we 
would not necessarily come back next year. I would not wish to say 
that we would not come back to ask for authorization to go forward 
with what we requested. 

Chairman Russevi. That is without regard to the world situation. 

Mr. Benpersen. | think it would have a great deal of regard to the 
world situation. 

Chairman Russe.u. In other words, if it stays just as it is today 
you will not be back asking for that next year? 

Mr. Benvertsen. No. If it stays as it 1s today I should say that 
we would want to consider seriously asking that you next year auth- 
orize the deleted items. 

Chairman Russe... Well, either you do not understand Senator 
Saltonstall or I do not understand either one of you, because we 
started out talking about this Fort Bliss item, and Senator Saltonstall 
pointed out that “the book that you had submitted here contained 
construction items totaling thirty-three odd million in value—thirty 
three million some hundred thousand; whereas the bill only authorized 
$21,709,000. 

If I understood it correctly, you told Senator Saltonstall that the 
$21 million would be adequate unless world conditions worsened, and 
we had to increase our rearmament. 

I expressed my gratification because I had understood that it was 
merely the wish of the House to authorize as you went along, and that 
they had just deferred those $12 million worth of items until next 
year because you did not propose to let the construction contracts in 
fiscal 1952 for all of the total $33 million item. 

Mr. Benpetsen. What they have done— 

Chairman Russe... Since the issue has been raised, I want to have 
a clear statement here for the record as to what your plans are. 

Mr. Benpetsen. What they have done is adequate for this fiscal 
year. As to that part of the authorization which they deleted in every 
case—and I do not think Fort Bliss is necessarily the best example— 
we would propose to come back and ask for authorization to go forward 
with the deleted items because they are essential to the creation of a 
proper facility at Fort Bliss with all of the interdependent parts of that 
facility. 

Chairman Russe.u. That is important then to Fort Bliss, whether 
the world condition gets worse than that, whether or not we are going 
to have more than a million and a half people in the Army. 

Mr. Benpetsen. That is right, sir. 

Chairman Russe.ii. But you just did not plan to construct it in 
1952. 

Mr. Benvetsen. That is right, sir. 

Chairman Russet. So we have really no firm substance to cling to 
in our hopes that you will not be back here next year asking for these 
reductions that the House made in these items. 

88605—51——6 
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Mr. Benvetsen. No, sir; I do not think we can assure you that we 
will not be back. . 

Senator Srennis. May I interpose this, Mr. Chairman, they can 
then logically point out that to fully utilize this 21 million they have 
got to have the additional 10 million. 

Chairman Russe.iu. Twelve. 

Senator Stennis. Twelve million. 

Mr. Benpetsen. This is a package. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Mr. Benpersen. That is correct, sir. We try to phase the package 
so as to level out the load on the economy. 

Chairman Russetu. You would be a little bit more correct then, 
I think, to say in answer to Senator Saltonstall’s query—and I ought 
not to be answering, because you gentlemen are up here to justify 
this bill—that unless world conditions worsen you do not expect any 
public. works program over and above that which you submitted 
originally to the Congress in your requests. 

Mr. Benpetsen. No, sir; except for the storage facilities that I 
have described. 

Chairman Russetu. Well, I thought the storage facilities pre- 
scribed were within your requests? 

Mr. BenpetseNn. Well, the House cut those out. 

Chairman Russe. I understand. 

Mr. Benpertsen. You are talking about everything they cut. 

Chairman Russeuu. Yes, sir. What part of it now has the Defense 
Establishment or the Department of the Army decided to take and 
dispense with that the House has cut out? I mean, permanently; I 
do not mean carrying over to the next vear. 

Mr. Benpetsen. We have not decided we could dispense with any 
of it permanently, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Russevu. I mean unless conditions get worse? 

Mr. BenpetsEN. None of it, sir. 

Chairman RusseLu. So, your minimum program, as | understand 
it, based on the Army of your present strength, is what you originally 
requested? 

Mr. Benpetsen. That is right, sir. 

Chairman Russeui. The reason you are not asking for the restora- 
tion of the House cuts is because you do not intentd to contract for 
the construction of these authorized projects in fiscal year 1952? 

Mr. Benpevsen. That is right, sir. 

Chairman Russexu. All right. 

Mr. Benpetsen. Now, over and above that I should make this 
clear: The Army, along with the other services, does face a require- 
ment over the years for family quarters, for instance, as you gentle- 
men are familiar with. 

We are very short of those. During a time of emergency we have 
tried to screen back and phase down to the very minimum what 
family quarters we have asked for. We have asked for—and you 
heard Secretary Lovett’s criteria this morning—depending on what 
the picture looks like, we will ask the Congress form time to time to 
put another installment at permanent stations within reasonable 
provision for family quarters over the years, and we hope to do that 
in successive bites, but that does not relate to the emergency that we 
are now in. That is at our permanent stations over a plan which we 
have and hope to get your approval of over a period of time. 
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We certainly would not throw that in as a priority matter, such as 
we are now dealing with. 

Senator SatronstaLu. Then, boiled down, Mr. Bendetsen, what 
Senator Russell or any of us have got to say is that the Army today 
is willing to take $1,368,000,000 plus $75 million more for additional 
storage facilities, but it certainly will come back for the full 
$1,775,000,000 or approximately $400 million more, plus now $400 
million more next year or whenever they need them, plus now some 
additional housing facilities. So we have got to face the fact that 
we are going to—if we put on $75 million more to what the House 
adds, we are still going to be asked to put on $325 million more on 
top of that, plus possibly some housing, is that right? 

Mr. Benpertsen. In fiscal 1953; yes, sir. 

Senator SALTONsSTALL. Regardless of whether the world situation 
grows worse or not. 

Mr. Benpetsen. That is right, sir. 

Senator SALronsTALL. That is a very discouraging situation. 

Chairman Russexiui. Well, you can see how my hopes were lifted 
up when you tried to show the need a few moments ago. But our 
understanding is the same. 

Mr. Benpetsen. | am sorry I misled you because | certainly did 
not intend to. I was really answering Senator Saltonstall’s question 
initially on the basis of the request we submitted. 

Chairman Russexi. That is what I anticipated. 

Mr. Benpetsen. And I myself understood the nature of the question 
that way, because I thought you were referring to the page of items 
which we did submit in the book, for example, with respect to Fort 
Bliss, before it was cut back; and certainly this fiscal year we have no 
intention of asking for further ‘opriations is, further 
authorizations. 

Chairman Russexu. All right. 

Colonel Carrer. In the Fourth Army area we are asking for 225 
permanent enlisted housing spaces at Fort Sam Houston, Tex.; a 
railroad camp at Camp Joseph T. Robinson, Ark.; 3,555 permanent 
troops places at Fort Sill; and a regular camp at Camp Swift, Tex. 
Those are all of the items in the Fourth Army area. 

On page 5 of the bill, lines 11 through 25, and on page 6, lines | 
and 2, include eight Fifth Army installations for a total of $16 snillien L. 

This amount will provide troop supporting facilities at Camp Atter- 
bury; Camp Carson, Fort Leonard Wood, Camp Lucas, Mich.; Camp 
McCoy, Wis.; and a camp for troop supporting facilities at Fort Custer, 
Mich., with a new permanent 500-bed hospital at Fort Riley. 

Senator Srennis. Did you skip line 18 there on page 5, head- 
quarters, Fifth Army, Chicago, Ill.? 

Colonel Carter. The acquisition and alteration of a garage building 
for headquarters, Fifth Army, at Chicago. 

Senator STeNNis. What kind of garage building is that? 

Colonel Carrer. Let me see if I have the information on that. 

Colonel Carpwe.u. That is a garage building that already exists 
in the vicinity of the headquarters of the Fifth Army. 

Senator Stennis. What is it for, storage or repair of vehicles? 

Colonel Carrer. The building has been under lease by the Govern- 
ment with an option to purchase for some time at a rental of $24,000 
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a year. The written lease requires the Government to maintain it in 
satisfactory condition and to make alterations. 

Senator Stennis. What is it used for? 

Colonel Carrer. It is used for the storage of Fifth Army head- 
quarters vehicles, I believé. Is that correct? 

Colonel Carpwe.u. That is correct. 

Senator Srennis. What vehicles, jeeps and trucks and all? 

Colonel Carpwe i. No, sir. It is the Army headquarters with an 
installation of several hundred officers and about a thousand enlisted 
men and various civilians where they have trucks and jeeps. 

Senator Stennis. That is what I am talking about, and that is 
what [| am coming to. That is something which they can get along 
without. Do they not have parking meters? 

Colonel CarpWELL. Yes, sir, but these are not private vehicles; 
these are Government-owned vehicles. 

Senator Stennis. They are in storage there, more or less? 

Mr. Benvetsen. No, sir. They are vehicles which are in operation 
for the activities of the Fifth Army headquarters at Chicago and—go 
ahead. 

Colonel Carrer. It is the motor pool for the Fifth Army head- 
quarters. It is in a leased facility and the purchase of this land would 
amortize itself in less than 10 years. It is for Government-owned 
vehicles, mechanics, shops, maintenance, and that sort of thing. 

Senator Lonc. How many vehicles can it accommodate? 

Colonel Carrer. I do not have that figure. We will furnish that 
and additional information in regard to this garage for the record. 

(The information furnished is as follows: ) 


ACQUISITION AND ALTERATION OF GARAGE BuILpING, $300,000 


. Location: 7843 Exchange Avenue, Chicago, III. 

. Function: Storage and maintenance of vehicles. 

. Capacity: 140 motor vehicles. 

. Vehicles to be served: 421. 

. Type of service: Field maintenance, 112 vehicles; all types of maintenance, 
309 vehicles. 

5. Present use: First floor, maintenance and occasional storage; second floor,, 
storage only. 

. Estimated cost of acquisition: $210,000 based on real estate planning report.,. 
Chicago District, Corps of Engineers, March 1950. 

. Estimated cost of alterations: $90,000 Headquarters Fifth Army, February 
1951. 


Senator Srennis. You mean if an Army truck now in this corps 
area is in need of repair that they have it repaired? 

Colonel Carpwe.u. The first echelon maintenance, I am sure, 
which is minor repairs on vehicles would be done there. 

Mr. Benpvetsen. Not for the entire Fifth Army, just for the head- 
quarters. 

Colonel Carrer. Just for the headquarters, not for the entire 
Fifth Army. 

Senator Lone. They maintain a shop there, do they? 

Colonel Carrer. Maintenance, not any major overhaul. 

Senator Lone. It would simply be—do you not think it would be. 
cheaper to get that done by sending it out to a garage? I would 
think in Chicago that could be obtained. These are ordinary con- 
ventional automobiles, are they not? 
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Colonel Carrer. The general policy is that it is done by commer- 
cial sources when it is cheaper or if it is cheaper to do it by using 
Government mechanics it is done with Government mechanics. This 
type of maintenance here is of the type which is normal driver mainte- 
nance and normal maintenance such as tightening things up, which 
is the stuff you would not want to send to the shop. 

Colonel Carpweti. You would still have to have a place to store 
the vehicles. 

Mr. BenpetseNn. This involves $210,000 for the maintenance of a 
building for which we are paying.$24,000 a year in rental. 

Senator STENNIS. Go ahead. 

Colonel Carrer. Page 6 of the bill, lines 3 to 25, include projects 
of the Sixth Army Area. 

There is an amount of $2,412,500 for Camp Cooke, Calif., which 
will complete site facilities. That is another word for a tent camp 
for 15,880 enlisted men, and 1,180 officers; provide $4,017,000 for 
additional troop-supporting facilities for certain utilities located at 
Hanford, Wash. 

Chairman Russevui. Are those facilities for troops to guard the 
atomic energy project out there? 

Colonel Carrer. That is right, sir. 

Chairman Russeii. You must have quite a number of troops up 
there. How many do you have? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator SALTONSTALL. There is a drop of $34 million in this Cali- 
fornia district. Can you, in a word, tell us why you dropped so much 
out of that? 

Colonel Carter. We can go over it line by line. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. No; just broadly speaking, why was there 
such a big drop there? 

Mr. Benpetsen. Well, the big drop was based entirely on the 
action of the House committee in striking out all items for which there 
was not an appropriation request except as to Hanford where they did 
leave in the authorization, despite—— 

Senator SALTONSTALL. In other words, this is more in the future 
then? 

Mr. Benpetsen. Right, sir; except as to Hanford where they left 
in the total authorization despite the fact that the appropriation 
request for this year is less than that. 

Colonel Carrer. We have $7,532,700 at Camp Irwin, Calif., for 
3,000 troop housing and supporting facilities, training facilities, and 
utilities for 8,700 men. 

We have $36 million approximately for Fort Lewis, Wash., for 
6,240 permanent barracks spaces, with supporting facilities. This 
includes 3,680 modified emergency spaces at Yakima Training Center. 

There are $29 million included for Fort Ord, Calif., for 7,000 
enlisted spaces; and the amount of $70,200 at Presidio of San Fran- 
cisco, Calif., for some classrooms. 

We have training facilities at Camp San Luis Obispo, Calif.; 
laundry and dry-cleaning plant at Camp Stoneman, Calif. 

Senator Lona. $516,000 for laundry and dry-cleaning plant? 

Colonel Carrer. That is correct. 

Senator Lona. How many men do you have there? 
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Colonel Carter. That camp would take care of Camp Stoneman, 
the processing personnel center, and I can get you more details in a 
second on that. That includes all the equipment, which is very 
expensive. 

Senator Lone. How many men is that per laundry? 

Colonel Carter. Ten-thousand-man laundry, handling ten thousand 
men in one shift. 

Colonel Carpwe.u. That is a personnel center through which men 
pass before they leave. 

Senator Lone. I am just trying to relate that to something I know 
about. Does that include putting up the building? 

Colonel Carter. Yes, sir; construction of emergency laundry and 
dry-cleaning plant. 

Senator Lona. I once set one up. Of course, this was back—it has 
been a little while back, but I think I set one up with, I think it was, the 
latest equipment at that time—that was about 1939 and we set one 
up for an 8,000 student university, and we set it up for about $42,000, 
including the building. It sure has grown up since then. 

Chairman Russeuu. Senator Hunt had a question he wanted to ask. 
He has got to go to the floor. 

Senator Hunt. I wanted to ask a question with respect to the 
Military Academy at the top of page 7. 

I notice the request is for $3,158,000. The House has apparently 
approved $1,600,000. 

The question I wanted to ask is if the things you have set out there 
to accomplish, namely, laundry building, sewage disposal plant, and 
rehabilitation of Camp Buckner water supply system, if you cannot 
do all three of those with the money allocated, which of those im- 
provements do you intend to make? 

Let me say, I hope it will be taking care of the sewage facilities. 

Colonel Carrer. That is the one that does not, unfortunately. 
The House approved the full authorization requested for West Point, 
and we had requested an appropriation for the laundry and the 
rehabilitation of the Camp Buckner watersystem. We did not request 
an appropriation for this fiscal year for the rehabilitation of the sewage 
disposal plant. 

Senator Hunt. Am I correct—as I remember when I was up there 
as a member of the Board of Visitors—I saw this sewage going directly 
into the Hudson River. 

Colonel Carter. I think that is correct. 

Senator Hunt. And you mean to tell me that you are going to put 
these other items ahead of changing that situation? 

Colonel Carter. This priority was established for the Superin- 
tendent at West Point as to the priority in which he wanted these 
items built, and—— 

Senator Hunt. Well, I think that sewage disposal system there at 
West Point is one of the most disgraceful situations in the United 
States, and I am surprised that we would allow a thing like that to 
continue. It is just terrible; it is unspeakable and especially the 
Government’s doing it. 

I suppose they have been doing it now for 149 years and it will not 
hurt another .vear, but I wanted you to get my observation on it. 

Mr. Benpetsen. We originally did request, as we made up our 
budget estimate, funds to cover the sewage disposal system at West 
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Point. But in the screening process we felt that we could defer it 
another year and perhaps we could find that in the judgment of the 
people we got in to screen it, that that judgment is faulty. 

I would agree with you that that presents a very serious problem. 
This may have been an error in judgment as to the phasing although I 
can also say that the two items which are on here, as you will recall 
from the last trip of the Board, are very important also. 

If the Senator would like us to give him a special report I will be 
glad to provide it. We discussed it at some length. 

Senator Hunr. I would appreciate it. Certainly I do not like to 
put my position ahead of the recommendation of your Superintendent, 
but if I remember correctly, what I saw when I was up there, it is a 
situation that is just de lorable; it is terrible. Why the Army, the 
Government, of all people, would allow a thing like that to continue 
I cannot understand. 

Mr. BENDETSEN. Well, I certainly can agree with you, Senator 
Hunt, that it is a bad situation. I think that it deserves early 
attention. We tried to phase the request and, perhaps, the judgment 
which has entered into it is not what it ought to have been. 

I think you realize that at the Military Academy there are many 
things that ought to be done, as you will recall from your visit. We 
have just tried to put them back and not ask for them at the present 
time because we, under the world conditions, have had to ask for so 
much as it is. 

Senator Hunt. I would appreciate a report on that if you will be 
kind enough to get it for me. 

Mr. Brenpetsen. We will be glad to provide it. 

(The information requested is as follows:) 


SewaGce TREATMENT PLANT, Unitrep States MiI.irary ACADEMY, 
West Pornt, N. Y. 


There is no sewage treatment plant at this station to handle any of the 2,600,000 
gallons per day of sewage. This sewage runs into the Hudson River in untreated 
form and is polluting the water to such a condition that the New York State Health 
Commission has made serious complaints. 

Studies and preliminary plans were made for completion of a collection system 
and treatment plant in 1941, with further studies in 1944 and 1947. Con- 
struction of such a system will not only comply with the law, but should result 
in some direct benefit to the Government in that it will lessen and eventually 
eliminate the difficulty now experienced with heavily polluted water used to coo] 
condensers at the power plant. The estimated cost is $1,480,000. 

The project was fneldded in the original Army program as submitted by the 
field for both authorization and appropriation during fiscal year 1952. Upon 
examining the over-all program in the light of its effect on the national economy, 
it was necessary to defer many important projects at this time. However, the 
sewage treatment plant was considered sufficiently urgent by the Army to include 
for authorization during fiscal year 1952. 


Mr. Benpersen. If I may, I would like to return to Senator 
Long’s question on the laundry with regard to Stoneman at Cali- 
fornia. That, as you know, is a staging area and it has a population 
which goes up to 15,000 people who are being staged out of the country, 
and the laundry facility, concerning which you asked, has to be geared 
to accommodate the special needs of a staging area, which make it 
somewhat different from other requirements. 

Senator Lone. The only thing that gets me about that is that every 
time someone asks for one of these things it is never to get by with 





























84 MILITARY AND NAVAL CONSTRUCTION 


what we can obtain, but it is the last thing, with all the finest frills 
on it, without every skimping on these items. 

At the time we set up ours we were trying to stretch our money. 
It was hard to get and we did not have as good a building as you are 
going to have, and we probably found a few ways to cut some corners 
there that I do not believe you are cutting when you ask for $516,000 
for that laundry. 

Mr. Benpersen. Well, | certainly assure you that I share your 
views that we must cut corners and cut out the frills, and we have 
tried to do that. 

Senator Lone. A friend and I went aboard an air-conditioned 
Navy ship the other day. I suppose it is fine to get one of those, but 
all of those things run up the expense. 

Colonel Cartsmr. Sir, this laundry is not air-conditioned. 

Senator Stennis. The people who pay these bills are getting down 
to where they have to yield to necessities in order to pay those taxes. 
That is a new factor in American life, 

Mr. BenvetseEN. I am well aware of that, Senator. We agree. 

Senator STennis. We are in that same bracket. 

Mr. Benpersen. Certainly, we will take another look at it, Senator 
Long. 

Senator Lone. I would just like to see what it is. 

Colonel Carter. The Chief of Engineers will furnish you a memo- 
randum on that. 

To proceed, in the Sixth Army area, the two remaining items were 
for a railhead camp at Camp White, Oreg. -— 

Senator STtenNIs. That is on page 6? 

Colonel Carrer. That is page 6; and finally for $1,796,200—— 

Senator Lone. Let me ask you this: With these railhead camps— 
not this camp—are you going to have enough tents to put the people 
in them at the time you get them into a railroad tent camp like that? 
Are they living in pup tents or living in this square sort of tent? 

Colenel Carrer. The squad tents. 

Senator Lone. Do you have enough squad tents to take care of all 
those men? 

Mr. BenpetseN. We would be able to make a start on our mobili- 
zation with what we have. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Lone. The point I had in mind is, Are we planning now 
to build these tents, these railhead camps, all over the United States 
on the theory that we are going to rush in there and set up tents until 
we can get some sort of installation constructed there or some more 
permanent type housing, only to find that we do not have enough 
tents in case the emergency breaks out, that we have enough tents ‘to 
maintain 8 or 10 of these things and all the rest of them are without 
enough tents? 

General Rerper. | doubt that we will have enough tents to occupy 
all of them. 

Senator Lone. Have you checked to see how many tents you would 
have, how many of them you could occupy if you had to start 
mobilization? 

General Resper. We can make a check. 

Senator Lone. I think you ought to know it if we are going to 
appropriate enough money. 
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General Rexeper. Well, sir, we are also asking to appropriate 
enough money to buy the tents in another bill, and that has not been 
acted on. 

Senator Lone. You are planning on that, then, to also have the 
tents stored somewhere? 

General Reever. Yes, sir. We will have a reserve of both tents 
and of duck and webbing. Part of our appropriation bill calls for 
$300,000,000 to set up a pool of duck and webbing for the three armed 
services, and that, of course—the duck can be fabricated quickly 
either in tentage or tarpaulins, as required. In addition to that the 
Quartermaster ‘General does have a reserve of te ntage in his bill. 

Senator Lone. That $300,000,000 would provide enough for that 
you think? 

General Reeper. It will not augment the tentage. There is a 
tremendous amount that goes into tarpaulins, web belts, cover sacks, 
and that sort of thing, but it will be at least a partial provision, and 
we can beneficially occupy those things. 

Mr. BenpetseEn. | would like to go off the record, here if I may. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

General Reeper. Might I say something on the laundry, sir, on 
the record? - You were speaking of a laundry. I believe you said 
it was $42,000 to take care of 8,000 students. 

Senator Lone. Yes. It was probably 5,000 students that the 
laundry was putting through there. 

General Rexper. I used 8,000. nye that basis, you see, those 
8,000 students send a bundle a week, do they not? This compara- 
tive capacity is 60,000, because this serves 10,000 men a day, because 
they are going through a staging area, and it amounts to serving 
60,000 people a week 

Now, on that basis—— 

Senator Lone. That would only be true if they came in with a full 
bundle of laundry clothes. 

General Rereper. This is a hotel business, really. The staging area 
has the men coming off the ship or going on the ship, and that is the 
reason for that, so that you have 7' times the capacity, and multiply- 
ing the 42,000 by 7%, you get $: 315,000 as of 1949. I have got a rough 
80 percent increase in costs of construction and equipment since then, 
which would bring this up to $567,000 on the same basis. This all 
shows that statisticians can mislead as well as help. 

Senator Srennis. You fellows always have a way out. 

General Reeper. You hire us to find it, do you not? [Laughter.| 

Colonel Carrer. We have already covered the items on page 7, 
lines 1 through 4, which include the items for the United States 
Military Academy. 

On page 7, starting with line 7, are the Ordnance Department 
installations. There are 34 separate installations for which we are 
requesting authorization of $122,759,863. 

I think the responsibility of the Ordnance Department is well known 
for designing, procuring, and storing and maintaining of ordnance 
manéelel which includes Weapons, tanks, trucks, guns, vehicles, and 
so on. 

A substantial portion of this is warehouse and ammunition storage. 

There are $13,000,000 for additional maintenance shop facilities at 
existing installations, which would be utilized to rebuild present stocks 
of equipment, to issue and adequately maintain new stocks. 
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Senator Stennis. Where is that now, Aberdeen Proving Grounds? 

Colonel Carter. They are at various places. 

Senator Stennis. Oh, yes. 

Colonel Carrer. Additional maintenance shop facilities 

Chairman Russreiu. This must be a rather small shop you are 
putting in down at Augusta. That $50,000 are hardly worth while 
to fool with. [Laughter.] 

Senator SatronstaLty. Mr. Chairman, I would say all they did 
was to cut out everything in Massachusetts. 

Chairman Russe... I would say at Augusta they followed the 
same course. 

ee Srennis. Down here at Anniston, Ala., did you get to 
that? 

Colonel Carrmr. I did not plan to go through this item by item. 

Senator Srennis. Well, $11,000,000. What is that for? 

Colonel Carrer. Anniston Ordnance? 

Senator Stennis. I noticed vehicles there the other day just as far 
as you could see. 

olonel Carter. The main item there, sir, for $7,862,000 is for 
warehouses and magazines. 

There is another item for general supply and receiving and shipping 
building for $1,680,000. Those items, I can give you a great deal of 
detail on them. 

Senator Stennis. That is all night. 

Senator Lone. How much is it for warehousing and magazines? 

Colonel CARTER. $7,862,000. 

There are two warehouses, general supply, 200 by 1,200 for general 
supplies and ammunition; one warehouse for flammable material, 
200 by 200; and 100 mounded cement arch magazines 26% by 81 feet 
each, to provide for storage and issue of ammunition. 

Senator Stennis. Are those materials used in the immediate 
vicinity there on those artillery ranges? 

Colonel Carter. That Anniston Ordnance Depot is the general 
ordnance depot for the Third Army area. As the stuff goes out in the 
Third Army area we have a larger number of troops, as you know, and 
we also have ports which can be used to ship the stuff out from that 
area overseas, and it is one of the large depots. 

Senator Lone. What is the usual type—— 

Colonel Carrer. Yes; it is in the ammunition and various types 
of explosives. It is mainly ammunition. There are $33,000,000 in the 
program for ordnance research and development facilities, most of 
which are essential to the guided-missile and rocket programs. 

There is one error in here which I believe has been corrected on page 
7, line 22, with respect to the California Institute of Technology, that 
should be $1,453,030 instead of $432,230. That was a typographical 
error in typing up the bill. 

Does anyone have any questions on these ordnance items? 

Chairman Russetu. There is considerable development at that 
Redstone Arsenal. Why is that necessary, Colonel? 

Colonel Carrer. The Redstone Arsenal, sir, is now the Ordnance 
Department’s rocket and guided-missile center, and they have moved 
their activities which were formerly at Fort Bliss there. They have 
moved their various technicians, and they have converted tne old 
Huntsville Arsenal, which was for chemical installations during the 
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First World War, and combined it with the Redstone Arsenal to 
handle all of the rocket work in the initial stages of development there 
at Redstone rather than other places. It is in a very favorable 
location. 

Mr. Benpetsen. It is an arsenal for the design and production of 
the test missiles in the guided-missile and rocket programs of the 
Army, on which we place a very high priority. 

Chairman Russet. | notice that you have got your items in here 
for troops housing and training facilities. 

Colonel Carter. There are some troops there, sir. 

Chairman Russett. Which has not got anything to do there with 
the development, has it, with research? 

Mr. BENDETSEN. We have a great requirement to train troops in 
connection with the program, We have to train the technical people. 

Colonel Carpwe.i. The program includes the training of troops 
who will handle this type of material in the field. 

Chairman Russe... That is done at Redstone? 

Colonel Carpwe tu. Yes, intended to be; yes, sir. 

Mr. BenpetsEN. That is correct. 

Chairman Russeiu. When did it start? 

Colonel Carpwe .t. I think I said it was intended to be. 

Chairman Russe... I know you had not had any number of troops 
stationed there now. 

General Reever. We have not, sir. The money to buy the missiles 
and the launching is also in the 1952 budget. 

Chairman Russety. You are going to launch those missiles there at 
Redstone? 

General Rexeper. No, sir. That will get into the training. The 
launching will probably be out——— 

Chairman Russe.ui. I was thinking that you must have them 
down to a pretty good degree of accuracy if you are going to shoot them 
there, because if you do you are going to come down on some city. 

Mr. Benpersen. Our program in that regard, Mr. Chairman, is 
that we have at White Sands a rocket and also guided missile firing 
test. We have troops there who are under the commanding general 
at Fort Bliss who are being trained in connection with the operation 
in the use of these as they are developed. 

However, the program would also require, because of the technical 
nature of a guided missile, with all its guidance mechanisms which 
are largely electronic, the trained technicians, and so we are trying at 
both ends of the line to telese ope the program, so that there are two 
installations which are the primary ones in connection with the 
program. 

Chairman Russexu. It would seem to me that you could train 
them a great deal better where you are going to shoot them than just 
train them where the mechanical work is done on them. It is im- 
portant for the troops to understand the weapon. It is a very highly 
technical weapon; but if a man is going to actually handle a rocket, 
shooting it, it would seem to me that he would get his training out in 
some range where he could shoot the rocket. 

General Reever. He will, sir, but the technical man who screws 
up all the screws and adjusts it to where it would fly, is expected to 
get the training at Redstone just like the ground crews of the airplane 
business get their training often close to the factory. 
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Colonel Carrer. Mr. Chairman, these barracks facilities are only 
for 360 enlisted men, and they are for the technicians. There will be 
troops in training there to handle these things, and they can do their 
work on a much less expensive operation than actually firing a missile. 

Mr. Benpetsen. They are not the rocket units that would fire 
them in the field, but they are the technicians or corps of technicians 
required to service these missiles. 

Chairman Russe... All right. 

Colonel Carter. Are there any more questions on ordnance? 

Senator Stennis. 1 want to know just what you mean when you 
say “arsenal” now. That has taken on a new meaning with all this 
rocket warfare, has it not, when you say ‘‘arsenal’’? 

Mr. BenpetseENn. It is a manufacturing plant operated by the Gov- 
ernment, usually attributed to the Ordnance Corps where they estab- 
lish manufacturing and machining facilities and operate it themselves. 
It is owned by the Government. In its broad sense that is what we 
include in arsenal. We use them for specialized 

Senator SALToNSTALL. An arsenal is to the Army what a navy yard 
is to the Navy, in substance? 

Mr. BenpetsEen. Roughly, or what a gun factory is to the Navy. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Lone. You also make ammunition at your arsenals. You 
make ammunition and you make the weapons, too? 

General Rerepser. The weapons; not too much on the ammunition. 
They make the ammunition or the assembly, at least, in ammunition 
loading plants, and try to get into more desolate areas. Those plants 
have been mostly in reserve, although some of it is done in the arsenal. 

We are more apt to do experimental work at the ammunition 
loading plants than at the arsenal. 

Colonel Carrer. To go on to the Quartermaster Corps on page 10, 
starting at line 10, and continuing through line 12 on page 11, there 
are projects for the construction of 13 quartermaster installations, 
amounting to $89,825,200. 

About 93 percent of the quartermaster requirements are for the 
construction of additional closed storage space and warehouses and 
sheds, the type sheds that were discussed earlier today. 

Senator SaALTonstTaLL. That accounts for $13,000,000 of your 
$75,000,000, does it not, an increase at Memphis, another one at 
Schenectady, and another one at Sharpe General Depot in California? 

Colonel Carrer. That is right, sir; although all of that, each one 
of these stations, is not all warehouse; there are some supporting 
facilities involved. 

The largest single installation is at Belle Meade, N. J., where 
2,000,000 square feet or $16,800,000 are requested. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, these Quartermaster Corps gen- 
eral depots and all, that is storage; is it not? 

Colonel Carrer. The Quartermaster Corps runs the general depot. 
It is the place where we store not onlyquarter master equipment, but 
engineering, certain ordnance items, medical and various other types 
of supplies, all technical services. 

For example, at the Atlanta Quartermaster Depot they have an 
amount of items which include engineering supplies, quartermaster 
supplies. They have a quartermaster branch which handles quarter- 
master, but they store all of the items. 
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Senator Stennis. Do you locate them around over the areas at 
railroad centers where they have good highway and rail transportation, 
is that correct? 

Colonel Carter. That is right. For purposes of being able to get 
the material into them and getting it out to the troops. There is one 
at Atlanta, one at Memphis, and so on. 

Chairman Russe.u. Colonel, this is one item where the House 
figures are above those that were sent in originally by the Department 
in the bill. Did the Department request these increases? 

Colonel Carter. The reason for that, sir, is that the 25 million 
of the 100 million which was reduced originally—there was a request 
for a 100 general authorization, and in the House committee that was 
reduced to 25, and that 25 was distributed among these quartermaster 
depots, which makes this larger. 

Chairman Russe.i. Was it distributed in accordance with the 
suggestion of the Department of the Army or was it—— 

Colonel Carrer. Yes, sir; it was the Department of the Army 
which furnished the specific locations for these $25,000,000 worth of 
storage. 

Chairman Russewu. I, perhaps, did not understand the Secretary 
this morning, but I got the impression from his statement that he had 
not fully det ermined where that $75,000,000 would be allocated. 

Colonel Carter. This is the $25,000,000, sir, which was allocated, 
not the $75,000,000. 

Chairman Russetyt. Why could you distribute part of it and not 
the other? 

Colonel Carter. Because a part of it, we were far enough along in 
our planning, and we could project the receipt of things, so that it 
could be put at these general depots. 

Senator STeaNNis. You wanted some discretion with respect to the 
75 million to take care of future developments? 

Colonel Carter. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. And this is all a domestic program; now, this 
does not refer to anything overseas? 

Colonel Carter. Yes. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. In other words, you came forward with a 
$100 million of storage facilities when the first bill was introduced, 
and the House put 25 million of them in four specific places, and the 
other 75 million you have not yet decided where it wants it to come. 

( Ylonel Carver. That is right, sir; nor are we asking for appropria- 
tion for the 75 million; only the authorization is being requested. 

General Reever. The 25 million. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Excuse me, you have got to come forward 
with the 75 million before we report this bill out, have you not? 

Colonel Carter. Well, not by location, Senator. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. You mean you are just going to ask us to 
report 75 million in blank for storage facilities? 

Colonel CarpweLu. At a location undetermined at this time. 

Senator Stennis. Future development program, as I understand it. 

Mr. BenpetseEN. It is not quite that. What we would like to ask 
you to do is to approve our request for specific depots to be broken 
out of the 75 million just as they were broken out here. 

Senator SaALToNnsTALL. How many? 

Mr. Benpetsen. But the location to be undetermined. 
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Senator SALTONSTALL. You are asking us to restore the general 
character of the item on page 17, line 4, of the original bill, S. 1708. 

Colonel Carter. That is essentially correct, sir. 

Senator SaLtronstaLu. And you would ask us to restore that to 
the amount of 75 million and not a hundred million because you have 
located 25 million over here? 

Colonel Carter. That is correct. 

Senator SaALTONSTALL. I understand. 

Chairman Russe xu. All right, sir. 

What do vou have to say about the Chemical Corps? 

Colonel Carter. The Chemical Corps is page 11, starting with 
line 13. There are six installations in the amount of $36,000,000. 

These are involved in carrying out the Chemical Corps’ responsi- 
bility in connection with chemical and biological warfare and the 
defense phases of radiological warfare. It includes investigation, 
research, development, and design of all developments and techniques 
in these fields. 

Senator Stennis. Most of it—all of it—is here in Maryland? 

Colonel Carter. The Army Chemical Center at Maryland, stor- 
age facilities, $4,270,915. 

Senator Stennis. Camp Detrick. 

Colonel Carter. Camp Detrick, $29,000,000. I can give you the 
breakdown on that $29,000,000 if you would like it. This is one of 
the items in the bill which the Armed Services Committee in the 
House left in the full authorization’of the $29 million requested. 
We requested an appropriation under that item of $20,795,550. 
The items are long. There are two pages of them—the development 
buildings, laboratories, 390-man barracks; two other laboratories, 
technical and administration building, and various and sundry other 
things, and I have all the information if you would like to have that, 
sir, about any one of those. 

The Signal Corps has two lists, Signal A and Signal B. 

Senator SattronstaLu. Could you describe very briefly, Colonel, 
what is the difference between Signal A and B? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Colonel Carrer. On page 13, starting with line 6 though 19, are the 
projects at six engineer installations, including the Army Map Service 
at Omaha, Nebr.; Fort Belvoir, Va.; the Granite City, Casad Engi- 
neer Depot, and Marion Engineer Depot, and a new depot at Baton 
Rouge, La. 

Senator Lone. Can you tell me whether you require additional 
land to be acquired? 

Colonel Carrer. At Baton Rouge? It is approximately the same 
installation, but the land must be reacquired. 

Senator Lone. It was sold? 

Colonel Carter. It was sold, but it must be reacquired. 

Senator Lone. This is not including any expansion over what the- 
Army had there before, I take it? 

Colonel Carter. I will have to check that. 

Senator Lone. It is the same thing the Army once had before? 

Colonel Carrer. It is the same thing the Army once had before. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. You may proceed, Colonel. 


Colonel Carrer. The Transportation Corps, starting out on liné 


21 on page 13, and continuing — line 14 on page 14, are projects 
for seven Transportation Corps installations amounting to $76,185,900. 
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They are divided into broad categories as follows: One ammunition 
loading terminal at Wilmington, N. C., in the amount of $22,805,000, 
approximately 30 percent of the total; training facilities of troop 
housing and station support facilities at Fort Eustis, Va.,in the amount 
of $34,559,500. 

Senator SatronsTa.LuL. That is a very substantial one. What is 
that? Why is that necessary? 

Colonel Cartrrr. Fort Eustis has become, you might say, the home 
station of the Transportation Corps, and it is the beginning of the 
permanent facilities to be installed. I have a break-down on that, 
sir. 

It includes permanent-type barracks for 3,550 enlisted men, 
$6,960,000; it includes a maintenance shop, various warehouses, some 
land acquisition, motor pool, and emergency-type barracks and sup- 
porting facilities for 3,000 enlisted men. 

There are three pages of items here that make up the individual 
things which are included in there. 

Senator SALTonsTALL. It is really the creation of a new fort, then? 

Colonel Carrsr. Practically putting the old Fort Eustis into busi- 
ness under its new mission is what it amounts to. 

Senator Stennis. Where is Fort Eustis? 

Colonel Carrer. It is down near Norfolk. It is on the outside of 
the Chesapeake. 

Chairman Russe._u. Where are you locating that Wilmington am- 
munition loading point? Is that right there at Wilmington—right 
there on the docks—or is it off there somewhere by itself? 

Colonel CarpweE .t. It is definitely off by itself, Mr. Chairman. 
We have to get away because of the restrictions on handling ammuni- 
tion. 

Chairman RussgE.v. I think it would be very dangerous to have it 
there. 

Colonel Carpwe ut. There is a primary reason for this project, be- 
cause on the east coast the Army has no place which meets the safety 
test. We use a Navy facility at the present time. 

Senator Srennis. Why could you not keep on using the Navy 
facility? 

Colonel CarpWE Lu. Because, sir, in case we have a war in Europe, 
the Navy facility would by no means have the capacity. In fact, this 
one facility would not have the capacity required by the Army, but it 
would give us one place where we could handle ammunition safely. 

Senator SatronsTaLL. What are you doing with the one down at 
Belfast, Maine, that you used in the last war? 

General Reeprer. We do not own it any longer. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. You do not own it? 

Colonel Carter. This installation is being located on the west bank 
of the Cape Fear River, riear Brunswick, N. C., about 18 miles south 
of Wilmington. 

Senator Lona. Is there that much danger of detonation that you 
have to get that distance away? 

Colonel Carrer. It is both the distance involved and the area 
where it could be located and the facilities—roads that can be built 
to it—that determine the actual location. Eighteen miles is not 
exactly required, but it is outside the safety zone, you might say. 
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Chairman Russevu. It must be down near Southport if it is 18 
miles from the Cape Fear River near Wilmington. 

Colonel Carter. I am not exactly familiar with that area. We 
will furnish the exact information. 

(The information referred to is as follows:) 


AMMUNITION OUTLOADING Facinity, Wiumincton, N. C., AREA 


1. The site proposed for the ammunition outloading facility in the Wilmington, 
N. C., area is a plot of ground containing 20,200 acres, more or less, lying approxi- 
mately 18 miles south of Wilmington, N. C., and 3 miles north of Southport, 
N.C. The proposed site is on the west bank of Cape Fear River and has approx- 
imately 5 miles frontage thereon. It can be described generally as extending 
from 5 to 8 miles inland. Some 1,200 acres of the land are classified as farm land 

and 19,000 acres as forest land. 

* 2. The site selected includes from one-third to one-half of the Orton plantation, 
lying on both sides of Orton Pond and Orton Creek. These lands are along the 
south side of the Orton plantation and constitute the north part of the proposed 
new ammunition outloading site. The boundary of the lands to be acquired by 
the Government has been adjusted to exclude as much of the Orton plantation 
lands as practicable in the area between Orton Pond and Cape Fear River in 
order to exclude from the Government acquisition the more highly developed 
lands of the plantation. 

3. A preliminary ‘estimate indicates that the Orton plantation lands included 
in the proposed site make up about one-fourth of all of the lands needed for 
Government purposes, which would mean a totel of about 5,000 acres of Orton 
plantation lands to be taken. A more definite determination of acreage will be 
made before any acquisition action is taken. 


General Reeder. Incidentally, the big Navy place that we were 
talking about, if it goes up, it will take the Monmouth race track. 

Chairman Russetu. You had people scared to death all along the 
seacoast during World War LI. You loaded ammunition down at 
Savannah, and they were holding their breath, and the stev dores 
were getting right fancy high wages, as I recall—about three or four 
times what they got handling ordinary cargo. 

Senator Lone. Of course, those of us who had had no experience 
with it did not realize how stable that stuff is. I did not know you 
could not set off a block of TNT by beating on it all day with a sledge 
hammer. I thought you could set that off in the same way that you 
set off black powder—by beating on it, or something of that sort; that 
you could throw it in a fire and it would burn and it would not de- 
tonate. There was a time I used to think that thing went off very 
easily. Unless you use a cap with it—— 

Colonel Carter. It does not go off very easily, but once one of 
them goes off, the rest of them do. 

Chairman Russeii. You never know when it is going to happen. 
We had one up in Halifax and another one in New Jersey, and at Hali. 
fax in World War I it ruined the whole side of Canada up there, 

General Reeper. One went off in Bombay, too. 

Senator Lona. I want to ask this question, This Fort Eustis, is 
that an ammunition depot or is that—-— 

General Reever. Transportation center. 

Colonel Carrer. It is an Army post; it is not a depot but a troop 
station. 

Senator Lone. And you are training there, I take it, rather than 
building it for a range or something of that sort? 

Colonel Carter. That is correct. 

Senator Lona. Is that right in the heart of the Norfolk area? 
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Colonel Carrer. No, it is not. It is between Williamsburg and 
Norfolk. It is an installation developed in World War I. 

Senator Lone. How far is it from Norfolk proper? 

Colonel Carter. It is roughly 15 miles—10 or 15 miles. 

Chairman Russe.u. It was a Quartermaster depot, was it not, 
staging center or something in World War II? I was down there at a 
time. 

Mr. Benpetsen. Transportation Corps was added. 

a Russuiv. It was a pretty good installation during World 
War II. 

Senator Lone. This Wilmington thing, you say, is about 18 miles 
from the city? 

Colonel Carter. Yes. 

Senator Lone. I was thinking in these terms: The President put 
out this order for the industries to scatter out—scatter out along the 
country. Has that element been considered in opening up these bases? 

Colonel Carter. It has been considered. 

Senator Lone. In your depot, the one that you are going to open? 

Colonel Carrer. It has been considered but, as you know from 
previous testimony, these are all installations which we either have 
owned now or owned in the past or in case of railhead facilities—all the 
rest of them are existing Army installations. 

Senator Lone. But in deciding which ones you are going to open 
up, of course, you sometimes have a choice? 

Colonel Carter. They are all open. 

Senator Lone. You open all of them today? 

Colonel Carrer. Practicaity all of them, except one or two. 

Colonel Carpwe.u. Well, in taking into consideration the location 
of these railhead facilities 

Senator Lone. Well, the depots, too, for that matter. 

Colonel Carpwe.tut. We have no new depots. There are no new 
depots in the program. All of the construction is to extend existing 
depots. This Wilmington ammunition point, of course, is a new 
installation. 

Senator Savronstauu. Mr. Secretary, this perhaps is a foolish 
question, but you take this Fort Eustis where you are building a new 
camp really, a new fort for transportation troops, why couldn’t you 
take one of these staging areas and, using the staging areas for your 
housing and getting some land around the staging area, train your 
transportation troops at a staging area unless war actually came? 
Then you would have to move them out instead of putting $34,000,000 
into a new thing. 

Mr. Benpetsen. Of course, we require in connection with the 
training of Transportation Corps troops a facility on the shore so 
that they can train in the amphibious type of training required for 
them to organize for operations across the beach with the handling of 
supplies across the beach, and if we put them inland we could not 
offer the kind of training they require. 

Senator SALToNsTALL. You mean this is on a beach so that you 
can actually use it? Well, then, if you have to have that, do you have 
to have a separate area, a separate sort of facility for a Transportation 
Corps? Why coulda’t you use, for example, Fort Edwards up in 
Massachusetts, which is right on the sea? 
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Mr. Benpersen,: Well; in the first place I think that’ in ‘time of 
all-out mobilization we would have to:use other areas for Tr ansporta~- 
tion Corps troop training. This would establish ‘the only Tr. 
tation Corps center we would have, and the oaly present area w 
we have available without acquiring: additional land that we: wonld 
build up inte such a basic trainiag-center. ‘I believe in time mobiliza- 
tion, as I recall it, there would be quite a few satellite points at which 
we would have to train additional people because the Transportation 
Corps training demand is quite a subsia:ytial oe im numbers. |. 

Do you have those figures, Colonel Cardwell? 

Colonel CARDWELL. Tales not have those figures, but I remember 
that these three things happened in time of mobilization with respect 
to training Transportation Corps troops. It is planned that a good 
many of them will be trained on the New Jersey shore and garrisoned 
or billeted ia summer resort hotels. 

Then another type of training which they have, the railroad troops 
will be quartered at other stations, but they train directly with the 
railroads. They go to work with the railroads and leara how to run 
trains and how to maintain right-of-way and so forth, so Fort Eustis 
by no means will take care of the ultimate training load of the Trans- 
portation Corps in time of war. 

General Reever. It offers a peculiarly good spot in that you can 
get either the estuarial water to work in, you can get deep water, and 
you can also go right around the corner and get surf to work through, 
so that it is one of the choice locations for all types of waterside trans- 
portation training. 

Colonel Carter. If there are no more questions on the Transporta- 
tion Corps facility-—— 

Senator Lona. That is on the Chesapeake een Eustis? 

(Discussion off the record. .) 

Chairman Rvusse.v. All right, sir; you may proceed. 

Colonel Carter. Page 14, lines 15, 16, and 17, is'@ project for anew 
military personnel records center to be located at St. Louis, Mo., 
estimated to cost $22,000,000. 

This building is needed to house all the individual files’ of all the 
former members of the Armed Forces presently in the custody of the 
Department of Defense. Such files of former Army and Air Force 
personnel represent 18,000,000 individuals, to be maintained in St. 
Louis. These files are now in process of being microfilmed and the 
size of the building is designed to take microfilm as well as what they 
can microfilm in the future. They are very important records, of 
course, to many of our citizens. 

Mr. Benpersen. I might say on that proposal, Mr. Chairman, that 
it has been the subject of an extensive study in which we have had the 
advice of outside consultants and management engineers to deal with 
the ever-present problem of handling the service record of the many 
millions of people who have been in the Army, Navy, and Air Force 
who may not be there now, but these records do form the basis of 
their claims against the Government and of our records for dealing 
with those claims. 

As matters now stand, I believe the Navy has a separate installa- 
tion which is in New York, if I am not mistaken, and this would be a 
plan to bring together in one place all of those records. 
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The reports and the studies we have had made indicates that this 
would be a case in which it would involve a long-range economy to 
centralize the records under one administration. We have to keep 
them. We have no choice. It is a burden to the Government. 

I know of no way out of the burden to the Government. You just 
have to keep the records. 

By centralizing the administration, they can reduce the number of 
people it takes to handle them and they can send them out at one 
place to the various using agencies as required. 

Senator Lone. Isn’t this.a matter that could be postponed if we 
need the money for something else? 

General Reeprr. No, sir; because they are now right smack in the 
middle of our best loading plant. 

Mr. Benpersen. Ordnance, ammunition-loading plant. 

General Rerprer. And the times we were trying to make economy 
and thought we were doing it, we put the finance center and these 
AG records into that St. Louis Ordnance loading plant, the biggest 
one we have, and it proved to be false economy. Now we have got 
to get them out. 

hairman Russe.u. This includes all the finance records, too, 
does it not? 

General Reever. No, sir. 

Chairman Russeuui. Will you ever get it down to where you can 
get anything done? That is the most inefficient organization in the 
Army now. 1 

You get letters from people who have been in the Army for 6, 8, 9 
months; they have been made an allotment and they cannot get their 
allotments. They never have their records straight there. 

General Rezsprer. Those are current: allotment. records. 

Chairman RussE.u. They are supposed to be current. Most of 
them run about 8 to 10 months behind. 

General Rereprer. They shouldn't. 

Mr. Benpersen. That operation, Mr. Chairman, is a source of 
great concern to us as it is to you, and we once had the allotments to 
which you have referred in New Jersey in a Prudential Insurance Co. 
building that. was used during World War II because it was not Gov- 
ernment property, and in the demobilization period the records were 
moved to St. Louis in an ordnance plant, 

We hoped we would not have to use it as an ordnance plant again, 
and in the move it was a costly move from many aspects. 

I had no connection with it, but when I arrived here some .months 
back I began to realize fully just how costly that move was, and this 
ordnance plant at St. Louis, where the finance center records are, 
would be required if war came, and just when war came even though 
we still have things to straighten out to which you have now referred, 
to handle the allotment business more effectively—and we are trying 
to straighten that out—when war came there would be the greatest 
demand of all on allotments. 

That operation would also be at the same time you need an ord- 
nance plant, so we are in a difficult spot. 

We could not reproduce that ordance plant at St. Louis for an 
amount which would make it sensible for us to build a replacement 
and leave finance center records there. 

If we take the chance now and leave it where it is and mobilization 
is forced on us, we will really be in trouble, and so after much careful 
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thought and consideration I hope it is the right decision, we are 
phasing those records, and I hope we can succeed in phasing them 
without making matters worse while we are still trying to improve 
Fort Benjamin Harrison where we do own property. 

We will have to build a. building there to house them. There is a 
request in the bill for that purpose. 

lonel CarpwELuL. We have that authorization. 

Mr. Benpetsen. That was last year. 

Colonel CarpweE .u. It is under construction. 

Mr. Benpersen. But we have a request for appropriation. 

Colonel Carpws.u. No, sir; it is under way. 

Mr. Benpersen. At any rate it is going to be phased in the plan, 
this AG records center for-military records for Army, Navy, and Air 
is also in an ordnance building, and just about the time you would 
have to use the ammunition plant you would also have an increased 
requirement on record, so we are in a dilemma. 

Chairman Russe.u. Now this military personnel records center, I 
understood that kept up with every record of every man who had 
ever been in the military. 

General Reeper. That is the past, dead records. 

Chairman RussE.Lu. From Revolutionary days on down. 

Mr. Benvetsen. That is right, sir. 

Chairman Russeiu. Haven’t you had this finance business right 
on top ef it there? - 

General Reeper. Side by side but separate, sir. One is alive and 
the other is dead. 

Mr. Benpetsen. No; but they are side by side in an ordnance 
plant area at St. Louis. 

Chairman Russety. You are moving that finance office out to 
where? 

Mr. BenpeEtsEN. Fort Benjamin Harrison, Ind., right outside of 
Indianapolis. 

Chairman Russeut. I hope the personnel that they get up there 
prove to be more efficient than those they have had at St. Louis. 
There have been awful delays in these allotments to people who are 
of very modest means. I know some of my correspondents person- 
ally. I get them from widows who have a couple of sons in the Army 
making allotments trying to keep them going, and the man has been 
in the Army 8 te 10 months sometimes and never has gotten the first 
allotment yet. 

Of course, if you send them a telegram they get right on it, but 
that ought not to be necessary. There should be some way to im- 
prove the efficiency of an allotment bureau to people that are supposed 
to be dependent, and in most cases genuinely are dependent on their 
allotment for their livelihood, where they would not have to wait for 
months. It is a genuine hardship on poor people. 

Mr. Benpetsen. Well, I surely agree with you, Mr. Chairman, 
that we do have an obligation to make that as effective and efficient 
as it ought to be. People who are eligible and entitled to these 
allotments are in need. . 

We always have the problem which we are living with now which 
arose on the heels of World War II and still is not straightened out, 
because in World War II for example to go into the background some- 
what, the chairman will recall that everyone felt that we would pay 
first and ask the questions afterward. 
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As a result of that, we are struggling with some $20 million worth of 
payments that were made on the reais of that policy to take care of the 
people who deserved it. We got spurious claims. If we had tracked 
them down they would not have been paid for months and we are 
trying to recoup them and collect them back. 

The CuatrrMan. You haven’t got but 20 million in that category? 
I thought you had at least 250 million, what you are trying to get back 
from people. Sometimes they were spurious, sometimes they were 
just made through error. 

Mr. Benpersen. Sometimes overpayment, any number of things. 

Chairman Russet. Overpayment; yes. Why do you consider it 
necessary to put this military personnel records center in St. Louis, 
Mo., anyhow? Why was that town selected anyhow? 

I can understand if you had some buildings there you could use, 
you could go to St. Louis, but now that you are building a building for 
these records, why did you hit on St. Louis as being the place for it 
in view of the very bad experience we have bad with the efficiency of 
the operations out there? 

Mr. Benpetsen. Well, it may not have been the best decision. I 
cannot say. It seemed to be wise because of the three services based 
on the study and the agreement that the Army would undertake the 
operation for the three services; we had the greatest number of 
records, they are located at St. Louis, we do have a labor force there 
now, and if we move we lose that force, we would have to move the 
records farther, and we thought the cost would be approximately the 
same no matter where we went to build a suitable place for the con- 
struction itself, but that the cost of transporting the records over 
longer distances, of hiring and training new people at a new location 
would add materially. 

We hope we can keep most of the people who are now doing the 
work without hiring or retraining. 

Senator Lone. How many people are there who are hired there? 
Does someone here know? 

Colonel Carrer. We will have to get that information for you, 
Senator. 

Mr. Benpersen. I think it is twelve or fifteen hundred, but I will 
supply that for the record. 

(The information requested is as follows:) 

The present Army-Air Force military personnel records center in St. Louis 
employs 1,909 personnel. In addition, the Navy military personnel records center 
in Garden City, Long Island, N. Y., employs 226 personnel. It is planned that 


these two activities would be transferred tothe proposed Defense Military Per- 
sonnel Records Center. 


Chairman Russe... I like St. Louis all right, it is a nice city, but 
the Government of this Nation, the thoughts of the people about their 
Government, centers around the District of Columbia; and these 
military personnel records, in my judgment, back to the beginning of 
the country, certainly have as much sentimental value as any records 
the country has. 

Mr. Benpztsen. We have tried to decentralize out of Washington 
an increasing number of our military activities. 

Chairman Russe.u. These are dead records, aren’t they? These 
are not, strictly speaking, any military activity? 

Mr. Benpetsen. They are live records but they are not with 
respect to people currently in service. 
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Chairman Russeuu. It is more like the Department of Archives 
to me than anything else. 

Mr. BenpetsEN. It is an oppressive burden, but T know of no way 
our for the Government. 

Chairman Russeuu. For my part of it, that is one thing I would 
be willing to pay taxes for, to keep these records. I think we are 
entitled to have them. 

Mr. BenpetsEen. We feel the same way, but I do not know of any 
—— why from a physical point of view this could not be put any 
place. 

Colonel Carter. According to the record, sir, they had 2 million 
inquiries last year concerning these records. They are not dead. 

Chairman Russet. They get them ell the way back from the 
ros ea of the American Revolution. I know you have thousands 
of these. 

Senator Lone. How is the item of decentralization there now? 
Where is this going to be built in St. Louis, in the city? 

(The information as requested is as follows:) 

A site for the construction of the Defense Military Personnel Records Center 
and for the construction of the Adjutant General Publications Center was selected 
by a site board on May 10, 1951. The latter center was approved in the fiscal 
year 1951 construction program and funds for its construction were contained 
in the second supplemental fiscal year 1951 appropriations. It is planned that 
both of these activities will be constructed on the same site. The site selected 
consists of approximately 64 acres of land located on Woodson Road, north of 
Olive Street Road, and south of Page Avenue, St. Louis, Mo. 

Mr. BenpetseEN. No, sir; it is going to be out of the heart of the 
city. 

Senator Lone. Do you know how far out? 

Colonel CarpweE.t. It is in the industrial district of that part of 
the city that is zoned for industrial construction. 

Senator Lone. Someone told me that they thought for example one 
thing we certainly ought to do is see that all the FBI records were not 
just in Washington as a matter of preparedness, because it is a poten- 
tial atom-bomb target. Wouldn’t the same thing apply to St. Louis 
as far as the records of military personnel is concerned? 

It would not be as essential to have that, but wouldn’t that be just 

-one thing that all things being equal you would like to be in a position 
where you would not be likely to lose it in the early stages of the war? 

Mr. Buwprrsen: Well, of course, any industrial concentration is a 
potential target if war should come. eee 

Senator Lone. Not much doubt if Russia had enough to hit quite 
a few cities that St. Louis would get some consideration. 

Senator Hunt. They would get three probably on the first raid. 

General Reever. Unless the Browns improve. pipe 

Mr. BenpetseN, I do not intend, Senator Long, that this is the 
ideal place. The decision, frankly, was based upon a study to con- 
solidate the activity, try to save the overhead and move the least 
number of records and turn over the least number of people. 

_ Senator Lene. Aren’t you going to microfilm these records? 

~ Colonel Carter. There is a project underway to do that. 

Senator Lone,. How much space would that save? . 

. Colonel Carrer. It. would save a tremendous amount, The size 
of the building depends on the rate that can be microfilmed. 
“General Resper. They have been microfilming for several years. 
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Senator Lone. What does it cost on the average to microfilm a 
paige? I was curious to find out. 

General Reeper. The Adjutant General can give you the dope 
because we have been providing him with money to get this done for 
quite some time. 

Mr. Benvetsen. We will provide you with an analysis of that 
because we have it. I am trying to recall because I recently con- 
sidered it, but the Recordak method of by the page is a pretty low cost. 

(The information requested is as follows:) 

The files relating to approximately 18,000,000 Army and Air Force personnel 
are maintained at the records center in St. Louis. It is estimated that the file 
on each individual averages 80 pages and would cost ay proximately 70 cents to 
microfilm. 

Mr. Foster. May I add something there, Mr. Secretary? The 
microfilm is usable only when the records become virtually dead. 
This operation at St. Louis is a gigantic current filing operation even 
though the records themselves date back almost 40 years. They go 
back to 1912, and there are 18 million individual men’s files. 

Senator Lone. You do not find microfilm useful if you have to 
take the file out and thumb through it to find out something about a 
man then? 

Mr. Foster. It becomes too expensive, Senator Long. The volume 
of clerical help required to put the microfilm in a projector, transcribe 
the data, send it out to, say, the Veterans’ Administration, who are 
one of the biggest customers of these files, is more expensive than 
maintenance of the files themselves. 

Now prior to 1912 the records have been microfilmed and retired 
to the National Archives. I assume—I am not certain—that the 
Adjutant General progressively will step that date of 1912 upwards. 

Mr. Benpetsen. That is the plan. It does not cost much to record 
it, to put it on the roll, but you cannot let go of your film if somebody 
wants the records. 

Senator Lone. Why couldn’t you? 

Mr. Benvetsen. You have to take the film out, put it on a viewer, 
find what you want. 

Senator Lone. Why couldn’t you send the film where he is? 

General Renper. Because that is the only one you have. 

Mr. Fostrr. There were 2,000,000 inquiries last year. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, may I impose on you to bring up 
another subject here. I do not know how long the Chair is going to 
sit this afternoon, but I had a few over-all questions that I wanted to 
ask the Secretary, fearing that he might not be here tomorrow. I did 
not get to question him before the noon recess. 

Chairman Russeuui. That will be all right. We are almost through 
with the Army. 

Senator Srennis. I mean if you could come to an intermission 
point there before you adjourn and then give me a few minutes, 
please, I would appreciate it. 

Chairman Russet. You may do it now if you wish. I just want 
to ask one question about this record file. You keep all of the man’s 
201 file? 

Colonel Carrer: They keep certain parts of it. They do not keep 
it all, but they do keep the essential parts as I understand it. 

Mr. Benpvetsen. We keep essentially the record pertaining to his 
induction or enlistment and his physical examination and the record 
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pertaining to his separation and also his service record showing where 
he served, how long, and what grade, so that the basic outline for any 
claim he may have, for instance, or any inquiry he may make about 
those features would be there, but I do not believe that in the average 
cases the total 201 file, which would include all bis orders and trans- 
portation, is kept. I think that is not kept. 

General Renper. Records cost you money. We try to thin them 
down to what should be kept. 

Chairman RussEuu. Senator Stennis. 

Senator Stennis. I do not want to get in here and interrupt Senator 
Long. I just wanted to reserve a little time before we recess. 

Colonel Carrer. The next item is medical service which has been 
discussed as far as the expansion of the station hospital is concerned, 
and there is an item for the Army medical center, Army medical 
center in the District of Columbia and Maryland, Brooke Army 
Medical Center in Texas, Fitzsimons, Madigan, and that is the com- 
plete story as far as the general medical portion is concerned. 

Chairman Russeuu. Is that $27 million for hospitals in various 
locations? 

Colonel Cartrr. No, sir; that is a separate item. That is the 
general item to cover the restoration of things that have been de- 
stroyed by acts of God; floods, and so on. 

Chairman Russe.y. That is the one that the Secretary discussed 
this morning? 

Colonel Cartrer. That is right, sir. There are other items of con- 
struction which come up during the fiscal year. 

Senator Lone. What cities are these in? Is that the Army medical 
hospital of the District of Columbia? 

Colonel Carrer. That is Walter Reed. 

Senator Lone. How about Brooke Hospital? 

Colonel Carter. San Antonio; Fitzsimons is in Denver; Madigan 
is in Fort Lewis in Washington. 

Now the items for the overseas areas, any detailed discussion of 
them should be off the record. They are $104 million approximately 
for the Alaskan area, 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Colonel Carrer. The Far East Command, we have requests for 
$60 million for construction at Okinawa which was mentioned briefly 
this morning. Are there any questions on-that? 

Senator Stennis. Well, this family housing, I do not care to go into 
detail but what do you mean when you say “‘family housing’’? 

General Reever. For dependents. 

Senator Stennis. For what? 

General Reever. For dependents of military personnel. 

Colonel Carrer. And certain civilian personnel. 

Senator Stennis. How many of them take their families out there? 
That is what I was coming to. It just does to the over-all picture, 
Mr. Chairman, in my mind. We are going to have to reduce our 
expenditure somewhere over the years on this Army. 

I do not see how we can continue to just let them all carry their 
families all over the world. 

Senator Hunt. Might I say, Senator, that our greatest difficult 
in Alaska is keeping our men up there and keeping them contented, 
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and we seemingly are just not having any success up there excepting 
where we do let the families go up with them. 

Senator Stennis. Are you talking about the troops, the soldiers? 

Senator Hunr. Yes, I am talking about the enlisted personnel, I 
am talking about petty officers, I am talking about the entire set-up 
of the Army. It seems you must remember that Alaska is not always 
a pleasant place to serve. 

Senator Stennis. I was talking about Okinawa, Senator Hunt. 

Senator Hunt. Oh, I thought you said Alaska. 

Colonel Carrer. As a matter of fact, we are requesting the authori- 
zation for family housing for Okinawa, but we are not requesting any 
appropriation this year for it. We can program funds later. 

Senator Stennis. I think the Army in the old days used to boast 
of its barracks life and hard muscles, stiff backbone. 

Senator Hunt. We had a professional Army then, Senator, a 
different type of Army. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, I know. We have got to go back to it. 
That is my point exactly. I do not think we can support a soft Army. 

Colonel Carrer. For an emergency situation, a short period, I 
agree with you, but for a long period these are the people who will 
permanently garrison Okinawa for many years to come and I do not 
think we can expect them to do it 

Senator Hunt. In those days we did at one time get down as low 
as 118,000 men in the entire establishment. Now we are planning and 
shooting for 3.6 million. 

General Reever. The ideal army would be one of celibates with no 
identifiable parents. 

Senator Stennis. That is all right, we laugh these things off, but 
a are fast approaching the day when we will not laugh them off any 
onger. 

No, sir, our taxpayers are not going to laugh them off, and as 
Senator Long says, we cannot carry a program indefinitely of such 
high standard of living and $2,400 per unit to build a man a place to 
stay, just a young soldier in the Army, we cannot continue to carry 
those loads, I am convinced of that. 

General Reeper. Well, you have the alternative if you separate a 
married man from his family for a year, a certain percentage of 
families break up. 

Senator Srennis. I just wanted to get the percentage of the cost of 
this. 

Senator Lona. I would like to get that general statement. 

General Reeper. Well, as you separate a man from his family for 
a year you break up a certain number of families. When you separate 
them for 3 years something like 50 percent of the families break up. 

Senator Stennis. I know, that is very serious. I do not mean to 
go into that at length, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Lona. The great difficulty here, though, it does seem to 
me in some of these cases you can get by with less men. 

I imagine you probably keep these overseas bases pretty much down 
to a skeleton force during peacetime, and I was complaining to the 
chairman when I was in the service they required me to have twice 
as many men on my ship as I had any use for, did not have any need 
for them and it was difficult to feed that number, and the only ad- 
vantage to it was we had a lot more liberty because we had a lot more 
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men than we needed, but if we could hold down the number of men, 
we will hold down on the expense. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Colonel Carrer. The Caribbean area requesting $120,000 for access 
road and railroad at Mindi Docks, the Canal Zone, and rehabilitation 
of Rodriques General Hospital at Fort Brooke, P. R., $300,000, and 
a general request for $10 million for restoration and replacement of 
facilities damaged and destroyed, and provision of other urgent con- 
struction requirements in other overseas areas, $10 million. 

Senator Srennis. What is that next item now? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, may I ask my over-all question 
now? I know that you want to go pretiy soon. This may be off the 
record, Mr. Secretary. 

( Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Stennis. Do you have any preliminary estimates about 
what the military budget is going to be for fiscal 1953? We want to 
know about where we are going there so far as the foreseeable future 
is concerned. Are there any preliminary figures on that yet? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Acting Chairman Hunvt. If there are no further questions and no 
further statements, the committee will stand in recess until 10 o’clock 
tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 5:35 p. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene 
at 10 a. m., Tuesday, August 28, 1951.) 
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TUESDAY, AUGUST 28, 1951 


Unirep States SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 

The committee met, pursuant to recess, at 10:05 a. m., in room 212, 
Senate Office Building, Senator Richard B. Russell (chairman), 
presiding. 

Present: Senators Russell (chairman), Hunt, Stennis, Long, 
Bridges, Saltonstall, and Knowland. 

Also present: Mark H. Galusha of the committee staff. 

Chairman Russgeiu. The committee will come to order. 

Senator Byrd would like the record to show that he is unable to be 
present at these meetings inasmuch as he is presiding over the Finance 
Committee. 

The committee will hear from the Department of the Navy today 
on the naval items in the public works authorization. We are glad 
to have with us Under Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Francis Whitehair, 

You may proceed, Mr. Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF FRANCIS P. WHITEHAIR, UNDER SECRETARY OF 
THE NAVY 


Mr. Warrenair. Mr. Chairman and other distinguished members 
of the committee, this is my first appearance before a congressional 
committee since assuming the duties of Under Secretary of the United 
States Navy. Although I have served in the honored position as 
Under Secretary less than 1 month, I am prepared to say to all of you 
that I have never met or known a more conscientious and competent 
group of men and women—both military and civilian. 

With such a short tour of duty it may appear presumptuous to you 
that I am here to open the presentation of the Navy Department’s 
proposal for public works authorizations for fiscal year 1952. How- 
ever, please be assured that the material and observations to follow 
were thought out and prepared by highly skilled members of the 
Naval Establishment. Moreover, the Honorable Secretary of the 
Navy intended to make this presentation to you, but, a long standing 
commitment to be with the Veterans of Foreign Wars, now in session 
in New York City, deprived him of so doing. 

All of you are doubtless aware that situations developed during the 
fiscal year 1951 that necessitated and impelled an abrupt reversal of 
the trend which had been in process toward a smaller peacetime naval 
shore establishment. The extent of this:reversal was not brought 
immediately into sharp definition. 
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_ Shortly after the beginning of fiscal year 1951, a modest augmenta- 
tion of the naval shore establishment was initiated by an appropria- 
tion in the first supplemental, fiscal year 1951, of approximately 
$86,000,000. This was about one-third greater than the regular 
appropriation for fiscal year 1951. . 

In the meantime preparation of the regular fiscal year 1952 public 
works program was discontinued. However, a new program was, of 
necessity, undertaken to support strategic plans and to correct 
apparent deficiencies and inadequacies which had been accumulating 
since 1946. These resulted largely from a lack of sufficient funds to 
rebuild facilities that had been constructed of inferior materials 
during World War II, and, which were rapidly deteriorating, as well 
as to initiate improvements throughout the shore establishment 
i by technological advances. Preparation of the new naval 
public works program was completed in October 1950. It was 
phased over 4 years and totaled $3.1 billion. 

By December 1950 the international situation had become more 
unfavorable to the free nations of the world. A state of national 
emergency was declared by the President, and plans to strengthen 
the Armed Forces of this Nation, as speedily as possible, were approved 
by Executive authority. Congress provided a second supplemental 
appropriation to continue correction of deficiencies and inadequacies 
in the shore establishment. 

The extent of the change from a small so-called peacetime Naval 
Establishment to a much needed expanded one, as approved by the 
President, may be illustrated percentagewise by using the end fiscal 
year 1950 levels as a base. By the end of fiscal year 1952 naval 
personnel will be increased from 376,501 to 805,000, or 214 percent 
of the level in being on July 1, 1950; Marine Corps personnel from 
74,249 to 204,029, or 275 percent; naval ships (not ladies those of 
the Navy-operated Military Sea Transportation Service) from 617 to 
1,169, or 189 percent; operating aircraft from 6,233 to 8,739, or 140 

ercent, 

7 The foregoing comments are given to point out the rapidly changing 
situation; and are offered by way of an indication to the committee 
of factors in the preparation of the program now under examination, 

The long-range public-works program which the Navy had devel- 
oped by October 1950 was restudied in December following to support, 
in feasible increments, the decision of the National Security Council 
as to the size and character of forces for fiscal year 1952. The revised 
naval public works program was divided into two initial periods, 
namely, for the fourth supplemental fiscal year 1951, and for fiscal 
year 1952. The cost of this 18-month program was estimated to be 
$1.9 billion. 

Since January 1951 the revised 18-month program has been under 
almost continuous screening, examination, and review within the 
Navy Department, by representatives of the Secretary of Defense, 
the Munitions Board, and the Bureau of the Budget. These reviews 
have been searching, penetrating, and time-consuming. They have 
been undertaken with a determined effort to keep to the minimum 
the impact that such essential military construction requirement 
would have on the national economy. 

While the Navy’s 18-month program was undergoing this intensive 
screening, it became evident that the Congress would not have the 
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time to give its usual careful review and take formal legislative action 
on the whole program before the first period, namely, fiscal year 1951, 
would expire. Accordingly, only a small portion of the first 6-month 
period of the Navy program was submitted by the Defense Depart- 
ment for appropriations in the fourth supplement fiscal year 1951. 
The six projects submitted, amounting to $17.5 million, had been 
previously authorized. The projects were under construction, but 
additional funds were required prior to June 30 to continue work. 

The proposal for fiscal year 1952, as initially transmitted to the 
Congress, was the result of the searching studies previously mentioned. 
It represented an attempt to strike a balance between security re- 
quirements, with due regard for the national economy, so long as the 
international situation became no worse than it existed at that time. 
The new authorizations proposed by the Navy in that submission 
totaled $1,145,753,830. However, this total was reduced by action 
in the House. 

The authorizations initially requested by the Navy were only part 
of the Navy and Marine Corps requirements for attaining a level of 
objective readiness. We would certainly prefer to have that incre- 
ment fully funded. Yet, mindful always of the possible adverse effects 
it might have on the domestic economy, we have made a sincere 
effort to phase funding of needed construction to a later date wherever 
possible. 

Chairman Russeuu. I have forgotten just what the amount was 
that the House reduced your authorization. 

Admiral Tuurser. The House reduced the authorizations re- 
quested by an amount of $344,486,230. 

Mr. Wuitenarr. May I proceed, Mr. Chairman? 

Chairman Russe. Yes. 

Mr. Wutrenarr. We sincerely believe that the appropriations 
being requested this year will meet only the very minimum support 
requirement, and, provided the international situation does not 
deteriorate further. Should the international situation take a turn 
for the worse later this year, we would have an immediate and pressing 
need to accelerate construction, personnel induction, trainmg and 
storage facilities to accommodate speeded-up production schedules of 
ammunition, electronics, and numerous other critical end items. 

The foregoing is respectfully submitted in explanation of our 
thinking in presenting to the Congress a proposal for new authoriza- 
tions in excess of necessary amounts for funding during the current 
fiscal year. Although the committee in the House did not fully con- 
cur with our proposals in this regard, we offer this explanation of our 
basic position to this distinguished committee. 

The changes made by the House, except in but a few instances, 
effected reductions in authorizations to equal the amount of appro- 
priations which we are proposing. We hope to be able to accept 
these reductions in a majority of cases. However, in such classes of 
facilities mentioned above, we strongly urge that restoration of the 
cuts made by the House is vitally important and warrants favorable 
consideration by your committee. 

Specific projects for which we ask this consideration will be offered 
later in our presentation. The availability of authorization for these 
projects would substantially shorten the time required to get con- 
struction under way. 
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Mr. Chairman, I can assure you that a conscientious, painstakin 
effort has been exerted by the Navy Department to eliminate all 
imperfections and to coordinate requirements with the other military 
departments. Moreover, I feel that, although the dollar amount 
may er large, the program is austere in character and that it is 
carefully phased, as an increment, to the approved increases of forces 
and to production and procurement. This assertion by me is con- 
curred in by Secretary Kimball, who has followed closely the review 
of the Navy’s program. 

Rear Admiral Thurber, Assistant Chief of Naval Operations 
(Logistics), and senior member of the Department’s Shore Station 
Development Board, has accompanied me today, and with your per- 
mission will present the Navy’s program and also the Navy’s request 
for restoration of the authorization for certain most essential projects. 

Mr. Chairman, with your permission, sir, in view of the Secretary’s 
absence, it places an additional responsibility on me and I beg your 
leave to withdraw in a few minutes. 

Chairman Russet. All right, you may do so if you see fit, Mr. 
Secretary. 

Admiral Thurber, you may proceed. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, pardon me, but could we get 
some preliminary basic figures to start with here now? Perhaps it 
is in the chart. The amount requested by the Navy, you have that 
figure here. You gave us the amount it was reduced to. I believe 
you said it was cut down $344,000,000. 

Chairman RussE.u. $344,486,230. The House authorized con- 
struction in the sum of $801,000,000. 


STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. H. R. THURBER, ASSISTANT CHIEF 
OF NAVAL OPERATIONS (LOGISTICS), ACCOMPANIED BY 
REAR ADM. J. F. JELLEY, CHIEF, BUREAU OF YARDS AND 
DOCKS, UNITED STATES NAVY 


Admiral Tuurser. I can give you a summary of those very 
briefly. 

Senator Stennis. And how many men do you have in the Navy 
now? That is in this chart I know, but can you give that? I mean 
it is in the House report. 

Chairman Russeuu. The Secretary stated it. 

Admiral TuurBer. We are in a state of increasing the naval per- 
sonnel to 805,000, Marine Corps personnel to 204,000, by the end of 
fiscal 1952. 

Senator Srennis. Thank you. 

Chairman Russexu. All right, Admiral, you may proceed. 

Admiral Taurser. The Navy Department’s public-works pronase! 
will be presented to the committee by classes of facilities in the order 
in which these classes appear in H. R. 4914 as passed by the House. 

The authorization figures which I shall: use will be those which 
appear in H. R. 4914. In this bill the House reduced, in many 
instances, the amount of authorization proposed by the Navy, to an 
amount equal to the proposed funding. With the approval of the 
committee, I would like, at the conclusion of our general presentation, 
to discuss proposed amendments to H. R. 4914 which would restore 
cuts in authorization made by the House for certain specific projects, 
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specifically, dollarwise, for $143,762,480 of the $344,486,230 cut made 
by the House in authorizations requested, 

Before discussing the general features of the Navy Department’s 
public-works proposal as covered in the bill, H. R. 4914, I should like, 
for the convenience of the committee, to explain the order in which 
the several elements of our program appear in the bill. The dollar 
figures, and the percentages which I shall give, apply to the bill as 
passed by the House. 

Referring to sections of H. R. 4914, the new dollar authorizations 
are contained in sections 201, 202, 401, and 402. They are summar- 
ized in section 502. Authorization without specific dollar tabs are 
contained in sections 504 and 505. 

Section 201 contains projects within the continental limits of the 
United States amounting to $597,758,650, or 88.8 percent of our total 
authorizations, and projects planned for overseas amounting to 
$74,977,150, or 11.2 percent of our total proposal. The total for 
section 201 is $672,735,800. 

Section 202 contains projects for construction at classified locations 
both within the continental limits of the United States and overseas. 
The dollar authorization in section 202 is $113,531,800. 

Section 401 contains $10,000,000 for the Navy’s share in joint 
military projects. 

Section 402 contains $5,000,000 for the construction of community 
welfare facilities. It was the decision of the Bureau of the Budget 
that this type facility be contained in a section separate from that of 
the installation for which it is intended. 

Section 504 contains general authorization for advance planning, 
construction design, and architectural services for projects not other- 


wise authorized by law, and section 505 contains general authorization 
for the benefit of family housing to be constructed under the Wherry 
Act. 
I shall now take up the principal features of the Navy’s program. 
This first chart summarizes grapbically the dollar authorizations 
for the co — Navy Aor emornge program as covered in the several 


sections and titles of H. R. 49 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Admiral, might I ask, with the permission 
of the chairman, the following question. 

Mr. Lovett said that he was asking to put back $281,000,000, if my 
memory is right, on the seven hundred and ninety-five million-odd 
dollars that the House cut out. The Army wanted $75,000,000 of 
that $281,000,000. 

I did not get the figures that I wanted as they are not in your 
prepared statement, your release. How much does the Navy want? 

Admiral TourBErR. $143,762,480. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. So that of that 281, if that is the correct 
figure, you want 143 million restored. 

Admiral Tuurser. That is correct, sir. 

Senator SauronstaLy. Thank you. 

Admiral Tuurser. The chart shows the summary of proposed 
funding. The total authorization bar shows—in red—by dotted 
extension the amount of authorization which we initially presented to 
the Congress, $1,145,753,830. The solid portion of that bar represents 
the amount of authorization which the House approved, $801,267 ,600. 
The dotted horizontal line immediately above the solid portion indi- 
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cates the proportionate amount of the House cuts which we wish to 
justify before this committee in reclama at the conclusion of our 
presentation of the program. 

It may be qiciliatied- 2M ks should this construction proposal be 
so large when the Navy still has a substantial portion of its World 
War II shore installations, whereas the forces for which we are now 
planning support are considerably less than those supported during 
the last war?” 

Acknowledging that our permanent installations of today constitute 
a sizable portion of the shore plant which we operated during World 
War II, conditions within the plant have remained quite static during 
the intervening years, whereas major developments have been taking 
place, particularly in the field of technology, which leave us today 
with serious inadequancies in the supporting facilities ashore. 

In addition, during the war we had a great amount of supporting 
facilities afloat, which we do not have now, and we had usage rates of 
materials which maintained a fair balance with production rates, easing 
much of the load and back-up requirements in the shore installations. 
These conditions do not obtain today. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Admiral, excuse me, but with the chairman’s 
permission, your figures do not gibe. You say you want us to put 
that $143,762,000 back in. If my addition is correct there, those 
figures on that chart would show $143,100,000. I just call that to 
your attention. Perhaps you do not want to discuss it. 

Admiral Taurser. I would like to discuss it, because we have 
double-checked these figures so many times and we have summary 
tables here for a recheck. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. You just said to me you wanted to put 
back $143,762,000, isn’t that right? 

Admiral Tuurser. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

Senator SaALTonsTaLL. Now if you take 943.4 and deduct from 
that 801.3 it comes out 142.1. I just call that to your attention. 

Admiral Tuurser. I think I can answer that, Senator Saltonstall. 
There is one project that came in late which we have added to our 
plan for Johnsville that makes the difference. It is in our summary 
of requirements. The chart is in error. 

Does that answer your question, sir? We will correct the chart. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. I apologize to the chairman for interrupting. 

Admiral Tuurser. I| apologize for bad arithmetic. 

The construction requirements submitted in our proposal may 
be grouped under four major categories. 

The first, and costliest, is the aeed for correction of inadequacies 
in our existing shore establishment due to rapid advances in the fields 
of technology and techniques. It affects all areas of our program 
but more particularly the shore establishment of our naval air arm. 
The present aaval air shore facilities were developed to meet the needs 
of aircraft in use during World War Il. The introduction of modera 
jet-propelled aircraft and the improvement ia antisubmarine warfare 
planes to mount the elaborate and heavy equipment used in submarine 
detection and destruction have brought about deficiencies ia the shore 
establishment which are costly to correct. Heavier aad longer field 
pavements, more extensive taxiways and parking areas, new and 
larger fuel storage and handling facilities, moderaized navigational 
aids and elecironic control equipment, and new shop facilities for jet 
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engine overhaul and test, are some of the features brought about by 
advances in airplane design. 

In other areas technological advances in the fields of electronics, of 
ship propulsion, of rockets, missiles and explosive propellants, and 
new techniques in the use of these developments have added to the 
cost of shore-supporting facilities over that of a few years ago. 

A second category may be termed pipeline requirements, and stems 
from the need, in the absence of war usage rates, to place in storage 
those materials, munitions, and petroleum products required for the 
effective readiness of the planned forces. It also stems from the 
absence of large-scale deployment of personnel forces overseas, and 
the resultant immediate need to augment our personnel training 
facilities, particularly for the expanded Marine Corps. 

The third category of requirements covers the need for major 
reconditioning of existing installations wherein there is advanced 
deterioration of the temporary and substitute materials with which 
these installations were constructed during the last war, and the 
additional need to reconstruct facilities which were razed or trans- 
ferred to other agencies during demobilization operations. 

A fourth category of requirements covers new installations gener- 
ated by new strategic problems, and new facilities at existing installa- 
tions resulting from the development of new types of equipment and 
weapons and new techniques in the use of equipment and weapons. 

The next chart shows a functional breakdown of our 1952 proposal 
for appropriations. Percentagewise, operational facilities amount to 
80.7 percent of the total program; production facilities, 2.5 per- 
cent—— 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me. Would you explain what you mean 
by operational? Give us some further light on that, please. 

Admiral Taurser. Those are largely in this bill in the aviation 
fields and their operational features; the fleet air defense training 
center at Dam Neck, Va., where we train continuously, refresher 
training in all sorts of antiaircraft fire; a similar installation at Point 
Loma, Calif. Those are the major things, things that directly go into 
support of the fleet. 

Senator Srennis. Thank you. 

Admiral Taurper. Research, development and test, 5.5 percent; 
housing, 11.3 percent of which 10.8 percent is for troop housing, 0.2 
percent, for family quarters, 0.3 percent, for bachelor civilian housing. 

The Navy’s proposed construction program is divided among 11 
classes, each under the management control of a bureau or office in 
the Navy Department. The chart shows total authorizations (in 
gray), and within each class, the proportionate amounts planned for 
construction within continental United States (shown in brown), and 
overseas (shown in red). It will be noted from the chart that the 
largest single effort is in the naval aviation class in which technological 
advances have created the greatest deficiencies. 

This concludes a general summary of our public works program, 
which is about 6 percent of the Navy’s total financial program for 
fiscal year 1952. 

Before presenting a breakdown of facilities by classes as they appear 
on this chart, I would like to comment on conditions in the construc- 
tion industry as a whole and the effect of these conditions on the 
Navy’s shore construction program. 


88605—51——-8 
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Chairman Russe.u. Admiral, what do you mean here that your 
public works program is 6 percent of the Navy’s total financial pro- 
gram for fiscal year 1952? 

Admiral Tuurser. We take the total appropriations that were 
given in the 1952 so-called regular appropriations bill contained in 
there, add this to it, and then make this a percentage of it, sir. 

Chairman Russet. In other words, $801,000,000 is only 6 percent 
of your expenditures for 1 year? 

Admiral Je.iey. It is against some fifteen-odd billion dollars. 

Admiral Tourser. The total Navy appropriations bill is, as I recall 
it, 15.7 billion. 

Chairman Russexu. That is about right. 

Admiral THurser. We have based our plans on what we know to 
be facts and what we consider to be realistic estimates of the future. 
Some of the facts you already know, but I want to mention a few to 
show you that, in making decisions on future naval shore construction, 
we did so with full realization of practical factors involved. 

First, there’s the obvious fact that construction costs have risen 
a. They are more than twice what they were at the outbreak of 

orld WarII. They went up 25 percent during that war, and another 
75 percent from the war’s end until last July. Then, since the Korean 


fighting began, they have gone up 13 percent more. 

The Navy’s construction program has suffered from this rise in 
costs. Authorized work that could be let on contract had to be re- 
duced in many cases. Smaller facilities were built than were con- 
templated by the original authorization. The cost of projects in this 
authorization bill was estimated originally on a July 1950 basis. Yet, 
by the time the bill could be prepared, the estimates had to be increased 


10 percent. 

In letting contracts for this construction, the Navy is following 
the policy of distributing work as widely as possible among different 
contractors. We are encouraging extensive participation of small 
construction contractorsin our program. As*evidence of this, almost 
half of our construction contract awards during fiscal 1950 and 1951 
were for amounts under $10,000. 

During the four fiscal years 1947 through 1950, our total obligations 
for public-works construction amounted to $227,000,000, whereas for 
1951 alone, our obligations amounted to $360,000,000. We handled 
this work with a very moderate expansion of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, under Admiral Jelley, and its field offices. Private architects 
and engineers were able to take care of the greatly increased design 
requirements. And we plan to continue this policy in obligating the 
funds provided by the new public-works program. 

In preparing the detailed plans and specifications for the projects 
included in this bill, we were guided by the criteria for military 
construction issued by the Department of Defense in December, 
1950. In this connection, I would like to quote from a letter to all 
commands and stations ashore that Admiral Sherman signed last 
January: 

I wish to emphasize the absolute necessity to conserve construction man-hours, 
materials, and transportation. To this end, it is directed that no frills, adorn- 
ments, or decorative refinement, elaborate recreational facilities or other non- 
essentials be permitted to enter any plans or construction, All efforts must be 


directed to produce in the shortest possible time strictly functional facilities with 
durability consistent with their mission. 
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The rates of obligation’ of construction funds are shown on this 
chart. The green line shows the rate at which fiscal year 1951 
funds were obligated, including the anticipated rate at which the 
balance of these funds will be obligated in the present quarter. The 
black line indicates the anticipated rate of obligation of fiscal year 
1952 funds. It is based on the assumption that such funds would be 
available during the first quarter of fiscal 1952. 

I should like now to present to the committee our requirements and 
objectives in the several classes of facilities. 










FLEET FACILITIES 









In peace or war, in order for American industry to keep the wheels 
turning, important materials such as tungsten, tin, manganese, and 
rubber must cross the oceans on approximately the lines shown on 
this chart. 

There is a close and vital relationship between the Navy’s function 
of keeping these national arteries open and the positioning of our 
overseas and continental naval bases. 

You will note on the chart, that so far as geographical considera- 
tions permit, our bases. are fixed along these critical sea lanes. 

The naval bases themselves may be likened to large service sta- 
tions which render support to the ever-moving combatant ships. In 
turn, some of our combatant ships are deployed in the vital ocean 
areas, in order to give protection to the cargo ships carrying the 
materials necessary for our industrial civilization. 

Within naval bases (or stations), we constantly plan to accomplish 
that balance of facilities ashore which is required for the support of 
the particular tvpes of ships that are to operate in the area. 

For instance, in the case of the Korean hostilities there was a call 
for naval forces to support operations in the Asiatic area far beyond 
the capabilities of the few naval vessels then stationed in the Far 
East under the then existing peacetime conditions. 

The sudden inictease in naval ships operating in that area had an 
immediate reflex action in the shore facilities. Throughout the Navy 
public works bills during fiscal 1951 you will remember our efforts to 
re-establish the balance in the area between ships at sea and support 
ashore. The required balance has in fact almost been re-established, 
and you will find in this fiscal 1952 proposal only two items to com- 
plete the major arrangement in the Japanese area. 

Concomitant with the Korean hostilities, national defense policies 
have called for an increased degree of military readiness in practically 
all areas, which in turn have introduced problems quite separate and 
apart from the Korean activity. 

An increased degree of readiness means more ships at sea, more 
areas guarded over and watched, and pointedly in this discussion, 
sroaned shore facilities to give necessary support to the operating 
orces, 

In calculating the required shore support we are fortunate in having 
the benefit of World War II logistical experience. We know, for 
instance, that certain types, sizes and quantities of repair facilities 
are required to support a group of ships, such as carriers and destroy- 
ers, which are to operate together. A certain tonnage of ammunition 
storage is required, likewise fuel storage, dock space, etc. 
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We cannot, in one year’s time, completely restore the balance of 
shore facilities in all areas of the world. However, this fiscal 1952 
proposal does provide orderly progress in that direction. 

In addition to the naval stations which I mentioned, there are 
certain other fleet activities for advanced training of personnel after 
they join the fleet. Examples of this type of bases are the amphibious. 
training centers and the fleet air defense training centers, These 
latter types of naval activities also are included in the list of fleet 
activities presented here. 

Funds proposed for the various categories of fleet activities are 
shown on this chart. Initially we asked for authorizations totaling 
$82,494,480. This amount was reduced in H. R. 4914 to $70,047,600. 
Later we wish to present justification to the committee for a reclama 
for $10,176,880. This will, if granted, bring the fleet facilities portion 
to 8.7 percent of the 1952 public works program. 


AVIATION FACILITIES 


The naval aviation portion of the Navy’s fiscal year 1952 public 
works authorization program as contained in H. R. 4914, is $371,- 
313,150 or 46.3 percent of the total. The fiscal year 1952 appro- 
priations requested on this authorization and previous authorization 
total $392,351,180 which is broken down as follows: 


Continental } Amount Percentage 





Fleet Support $175, 516, 150 
PEO OED SUT IPE oi ok. nnn ass denuiadiuigs dnadeaeiaanpagekouiiicn 27, 092, 300 
Training ___- 44, 377, 000 
RET VO Biot A is on icin testlocns . | 2, 854, 930 
Miscellaneous - - - _- rR | Saad ME She: Rn i el RM SS SBE uF es | 22,370, 900 


Total, continental 
Overseas - 


Total, continental and overseas 392, 351, 180 


This figure is broken down into the various functional components 
as follows: 
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Chairman Russet. What comes under that category of public 
works facilities? I thought all these were public works. 

Admiral Tuursper. Those are the public works departments at air 
stat ons to keep up the stations; repair shops for motor vehicles and 
repair of roads and repair of structures. 
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Chairman Russetu. In other words, that facility is to keep other 
public works facilities in operation? 

Admiral Tuurser. That is correct, sir. 

Senator SatronsTraLy. How much discussion have you had with the 
Air Force people with regard to building these new airfields, airfield 
pavement and soon? Abroad, for instance, have you got some airfield 
pavements for which you are responsible and have they some for 
which they are responsible? 

Admiral Tuurper. Yes, sir. Senator Saltonstall, later on we will 
develop that working together with the Air Force, particularly with 
the overseas bases. 

Senator Srennis. This word “personnel,” what does that mean? 
Is that quarters for the personnel? 

Admiral Tuurser. Yes, sir. 

The “miscellaneous” block on this chart and on the preceding one 
represents construction items which do not fall within the other 
categories listed. It includes lighter-than-air and helicopter items, 
and training and advanced base gear facilities. It also covers items 
for the special naval air facilities at Annapolis and at Litchfield Park, 
Ariz., and such other details as brigs, gatehouses, photo laboratories, 
erosion and mosquito control, incinerators, and site preparations. 

During the period of 1945-50, our combatant forces were steadily 
reduced. Expenditures of funds were correspondingly curtailed, and 
a general retrenchment existed. On the other hand the performance 
of aircraft made rapid advances. Jet fighters were developed to re- 
place propeller-driven fighters; the antisubmarine warfare capabilities 
of our carrier and long-range aircraft were improved. The introduc- 


tion, in ever-increasing numbers, of jet fighters into our combatant 
squagrons has had a pronounced impact on naval aviation. 


COMPARISON OF JET AND PROPELLER-DRIVEN REQUIREMENTS 


To illustrate this impact, I invite your attention to this chart which 
shows the contrasting characteristics and airfield requirements of a 
standard World War II aircraft with the modern jet fighter. The 
F6F, or Grumman Hellcat, was a standard Navy fighter of World War 
Il. This aircraft had a maximum gross weight of some 12,500 pounds. 
Its tires were large and required an air pressure of only 95 pounds per 
square inch. It cost about $80,000. It had a landing speed of about 
100 miles per hour. The glide angle, or the angle at which it ap- 
proached the ground for a landing, was approximately 20 degrees. 
It could operate safely from a runway of 5,000 feet. 

A modern jet fighter, such as the F7U, the Vought Cutlass, presents 
a radically different picture. This aircraft has a maximum gross 
weight of about 27,188 pounds. Because of extremely thin wings 
into which its wheels must be retracted, it must have small tires with 
a high air pressure—approximately 175 pounds per square inch. It 
costs about $960,000. It has a landing speed of about 150 miles per 
hour. It makes a long, flat approach in landing, with a glide angle 
of about 10 degrees. It requires a runway of 8,000 feet for safe 
operation under all conditions. 

Chairman Russe.it. How do you land anything like that on the 
deck of a carrier if it has those increased difficulties of landing over 
the old Hellcat? 
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Admiral TuursBer. We have converted our older carriers, strength- 
ened their decks, widened and lengthened them in some respects; we 
-have improved the arresting sien ae stops.the planes; we have built 
added strength into the planes themselves, Those are the principal 
features, sir. 

Chairman Russeuy. Do you have many more crack-ups landi 
these jets on the deck of a carrier than you did with the old Hellcat 

Admiral Tourser. It is about the same. It is not mechanical 
differences. It is still pilot error. 

Chairman Russe.u.. They come in an.awful lot faster when coming 
in at 150 miles an hour than at 90 or 100 miles an hour. 

Admiral THurper. That is correct. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. You do not have 8,000 feet there for a runway. 
You have about how much? 

Admiral Tuurser. How much leeway? 

Senator STennis. Yes. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Admiral Tuurser. The depth requirements of runways for the 
two types of fighters are shown on the chart. 

In brief, jet aircraft require long runways with long clear approaches. 
The runways must be strong enough to withstand the impact of small 
hard tires supporting heavy loads. Because of jet blast, parking 
areas must be larger. Both parking spaces. and taxiways must be 
of heavy-duty types. Due to high fuel-consumption rates, fuel- 
storage facilities must be expanded and high-speed refueling systems 
installed. This high rate of fuel consumption accentuates the need 
for improved navigational aids and tower-control equipment to 
prevent fuel exhaustion of the airborne craft. 

The operation of modern aircraft from the lightweight and Short 
runways built during World War II will no longer be feasible in the 
near future. Our aircraft production capabilities are limited, and we 
must conserve the aircraft they produce. The characteristics of the 
jet fighter demand that our naval air installations be modernized 
rapidly. Such installations also will satisfy the needs of our im- 
proved long-range anti-submarine-warfare aircraft. 

The funds obtained in fiseal year 1951 public works appropriations 
are being spent to start the support facilities program for naval 
aviation. The fiscal year 1952 proposal continues this program. 

Chairman Russeuu. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


MASTER-JET COMPLEX 


Admiral Taurser. We plan to develop six master-jet complexes 
[shown in red symbols on the chart] near the existing seaport air 
stations [shown by stars on the chart] at Quonset Point, Norfolk, 
Jacksonville, San Diego, Alameda, and Seattle. Similar complexes 
are also planned for the Marine Corps at Cherry Point and El Teoro 
[shown in red on the chart]. Each complex will comprise a seaport. air 
station, a master-jet field and two auxiliary landing fields, The 
Marine Corps complexes will be served by nearby naval seaport air 
stations. As an example of a master-jet complex, take the San 
Francisco Bay area. The Naval Air Station, Alameda, is a seaport 
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industrial station; the Naval Air Station, Moffett Field, 27 miles to 
the south, is the master -jet field and Crows Landing, Calif., and Fallon, 
Nev., are the two auxiliary landing fields. 

Chairman Russexiu. Admiral, when you say here that the Marine 
Corps complexes will be served by Navy seaport stations, just what 
service is rendered there? The Marines have their own mechanics 
and things of that kind, do they not? 

Admiral Tuurper. Yes, sir; but these are served in this way, Mr. 
Chairman: By bringing in supplies to the seaport station, that is 
water transportation, doing a certain amount of heavy overhaul and 
repair at the seaport stations. 

You have been at Norfolk. You have seen the overhaul repair 
stations there. That is what we mean largely by servicing at seaport 
stations, logistic and repair service. 

Chairman Rvussguu. Largely logistics, I suppose. 

Admiral Tuurper. No, sir; I would not say it is largely logistics, 
although it averages about 50 percent of the total. 

At each seaport air station, we will have one 8,000-foot runway for 
access to the station by jet aircraft. The overhaul and repair facilities 
at these sites will be modernized and expanded as necessary to meet 
new requirements. These stations will continue to be major logistic 
bases where supply, transport, shipping, carrier loading and berthing, 
aircraft overhaul and repair, and seaplane operations are accom- 
plished. Station flight operations will be limited largely to conven- 
tional propeller-driven and jets flown in for embarkation or overhaul 
and repair. Various fleet staffs and commands will be based, when 
ashore, at these stations. 

Again, let us note on our chart the locations of master-jet fields. 
These are existing, active, naval air installations. They will have 
dual 8,000-foot runways and other facilities to permit operations of 
the equivalent of four carrier air groups. Personnel and messing 
accommodations must also be provided at these sites, but other logistic 
support will largely be furnished by the seaport air station. 


BASIC PLAN FOR MASTER JET FIELD 


Now let us examine this chart for the details of a typical master jct 
field. Notice the dual 8,000-foot runways which allow simultaneous 
landings and takeoffs. ‘T’axiways and parking spaces facilitate opera- 
tions. The land use has been planned so that runways can be extended 
to 10,000 feet if necessary. The personnel capacity can be increased 
as needed. The facilities to be provided include hangars, line mainte- 
nance facilities, training buildings, storage for fuel, explosives and spare 
parts, a public works department and necessary housekeeping facili- 
ties. 

Because of certain factors, such as terrain and weather, there will be 
some variations from this typical plan. For example, in view of the 
prevailing winds, Moffett Field will have only a single set of dual 
runways. 

OVERHAUL AND REPAIR NEEDS 


The new model aircraft have, as noted previously, made our aircraft 
overhaul and repair establishments inadequate. These aircraft have 
a greatly increased structural weight and require a very smooth ex- 
terior finish. Jet engines have a short life between overhauls and are 
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completely dissimilar to the reciprocating engine. There is an in- 
creased use and complexity in electronic equipment. In addition to 
jet planes, the helicopter also has introduced new overhaul and repair 
requirements. These requirements for jet aircraft and helicopters 
cannot be met without changes, improvements, and some expansion 
of our industrial establishment. 


THE NAVAL AIR TRAINING COMMAND 


Air station development in the Naval Air Training Command is 
concentrated, in general, in the Corpus Christi and Pensacola areas. 
In the Corpus Christi, area, where our advanced flight training facili- 
ties are located, Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Kingsville, is bemg ex- 
panded to support the jet pilot advanced training program, and Naval 
Auxiliary Air Station, Chase Field, is being reactivated to provide an 
auxiliary landing field for planes operating out of Kingsville. In the 
Pensacola area, where our basic flight training facilities are located, 
authorization is requested to continue development at Fort Barrancas, 
which we hope will be named Sherman Airfield, to expand the-indus- 
trial and logistic supporting facilities at Pensacola, and to undertake 
minor construction at Whiting and Saufley outlying fields to support 
the basic training program. 

Expansion of technical training facilities at the Naval Air Technical 
Training Center, Memphis, and the development of Combat Iafor- 
mation Center training facilities at Glynco, Ga., constitute the only 
training developments outside of the Corpus Christi and Pensacola 
areas. At the Naval Air Technical Training Center, Memphis, we 
have the major center for technical traiming of officers and enlisted 
men of naval aviation including schools for artificer training in aviation 
enlisted ratings. We are expanding the facilities of this activity to 
accommodate the expanded aviation training program. The Naval 
Air Facility, Glynco, Ga., is the southernmost station for lighter-than- 
air craft on the east coast and is frequently used as a hurricane evacua- 
tion center for airships operating from stations farther south. We are 
also planning to locate at Naval Air Facility, Glynco, an advanced 
combat information center school for training in the latest and most 
advanced techniques of air intercept. Here we are proposing improve- 
ments of the facilities for airship operation, and provision of the 
necessary new facilities for the school. 


RESERVE NAVAL AIR STATIONS 


You are fully aware, I am sure, of the importance of the Navy and 
Marine Corps Air Reserve program. The present expansion of our 
naval aviation personnel strength has been accomplished almost 
entirely by ordering Reserve squadrons to active military service. 
I can say categorically that without our excellent Naval Air Reserve 
program, it would have been impossible for the Navy and Marine 
Corps to have met combat commitments in Korea and still be pre- 
pared to meet other world-wide demands. 

The Korean hostilities, however, emphasized one known defect 
in the reserve program—failure to equip the Reserve squadrons with 
aircraft of the type currently being operated in the fleet. Our air- 
craft-procurement program, in the 1952 appropriations bill, includes 
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funds for some 864 modern aircraft for the Reserve squadrons, which 
will meet 40 percent of the total requirements. 

With the introduction of these jets and modern patrol aircraft 
into the Reserve program, adequate shore supporting facilities are 
required. Fiscal year 1951 public works appropriations provided 
funds to start adapting Reserve air stations to present requirements. 
l refer you to this chart. The stars indicate stations at which we are 
making improvement in facilities as a result of authorizations and 
appropriations obtained in fiscal year 1951. 

Senator KNowLanp. Might I interrupt, Mr. Chairman? 

Chairman Russe.u. Certainly. 

Senator KNowLanp. Did I understand you to say that after this 
program is completed your Naval Reserve will ouly have about 40 
percent of the type of planes that you are now using in the fleet? 

Admiral THurper. The fiscal year 1952 regular appropriation 
bill provides for that 40 percent of modern plane requirements. 

Senator KNowLanp. What did the Navy ask for? 

Admiral Tuurser. I will have to get you the exact figures, Senator 
Knowland. I do not have them with me, but I know it was some 
figure in addition to this. 

Senator KNowLanp. Will you get that figure for the committee? 

Admiral Tuurser. Yes, sir. 

(The information requested is as follows:) 

The Navy’s total request for new aircraft was reduced by 1,203 planes in the 
Bureau of the Budget, of which total the reserve program took a percentage of 
the reduction, 

Admiral THurner. The triangles on the chart indicate stations 
at which we are asking fiscal year 1952 authorizations. The yellow 
symbols indicate stations at which we are not requesting develop- 
ments at this time. The authorizations requested for the “‘triangle’’ 
stations are to cover runway extension, taxiways, navigational aids, 
and additional aircraft parking areas and fuel storage. 


NAVAL AVIATION RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT NEEDS 


The keystone of progress in the naval development of new types of 
aircraft and associated equipment is in our research and development 
stations. Naval aviation has seven such stations. Each station 
does a different and specialized job, and each fulfills a specific need. 

Chairman Russe.u. Just one moment. That 40 percent reserve 
pas you refer to, is that for the Navy or the Navy and Marine 

Jorps? 

Admiral Toursper. The Navy and Marine Corps, sir. 

Senator KNowLanp. While you are interrupted again, approxi- 
mately what are the numbers of planes involved in giving you 40 
percent in modern equipment? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Chairman Russeiu. You may proceed, Admiral. 

Admiral Tourser. The research and development projects re- 
quested represent. requirements. which cannot be met by private 
industry. These projects have been coordinated within the Depart- 
ment of Defense to insure that the work is not duplicated. Author- 
ization is requested for additional construction at five of these sta- 
tions, namely: Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point Mugu, Calif. ; 
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Naval Air Material Center, Philadelphia, Pa.; Naval Air Test Center, 
Patuxent River, Md.; Naval Aeronautical Turbine Laboratory, 
Trenton, N. J.; and ‘aeronautical facilities at the David Taylor 
Model Basin, Carderock, Md. 

(1) The Naval Air Missile Test Center at Point Mugu, Calif. is 
designated by the Joint Chiefs of Staff as the medium range for 
testing guided missiles. The facility is for the use of the three 
services ‘and i is supported by the Navy. 

(2) The Naval Air Material Center, Philadelphia, Pa., conducts 
research and development of catapult ‘and arresti gear on which 
the success of our new carriers is so dependent. mie also conducts 
research in materials used in aircraft construction and instrumenta- 
tion, and development of new fuels, flight clothing, vision equipage, 
and oxygen gear. 

(3) The Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River, Md., conducts 
flight trials, tests and evaluations of the Navy’s experimental and 
operational aircraft. The facilities of the test center are available 
to Army, Air Force, and Navy military aircraft manufacturers on 
the east coast. 

(4) The Turbine Laboratory at Trenton, N. J., will fill requirements 
imposed by a serious lag in the development of turbine-driven aircraft. 
When fully developed, it will be capable of testing turbo-jets and turbo- 
prop engines with components and accessories at altitudes and speeds 
simulating actual conditions encountered in flight. There are no fa- 
cilities in private industry with the capacity to perform tests on these 
new engines. 

(5) The David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Md., performs most 
of the aerodynamics research in airfoils and airframes for the Navy’s 
Bureau of Aeronautics. Authorization is requested in this program 
to complete the 3-meter transonic wind tunnel at this research 
and development station. The completion of this wind tunnel is of 
particular importance to the entire Department of Defense. 

This concludes the presentation of the continental United States 
portion of the naval aviation program. I will proceed with a résumé 
of the overseas aviation base program, which is to be given off the 
record. 

Chairman Russeiu. Admiral, I notice that this entire statement 
is marked “Secret.” There is no reason why any of your testimony 
up until now should not be printed in the record, is there? 

Admiral Taurser. Only where I request off the record. We 
marked it “secret”? because there are secret matters in the whole 
package, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Russet. Now we want to get as much of this as we 
can for the record. It will be made available to the Senate when we 
present this bill on the floor, and if you would have some of your 
staff, or under your personal supervision, ¢o through this statement 
and only eliminate those things which are really entitled to classifica- 
tion, it would be very helpful to us in the presentation of the bill. 

Admiral Tuurper. T have my own copy marked for those parts 
that are really classified, sir. 

Chairman Russey. Very well. 
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OVERSEAS BASES 


Admiral Taurser. Our requirements for overseas bases stem largely 
from the Navy’s assigned mission to maintain control of the sea. 
Our Army, Navy, and Air Force deployed overseas will become 
impotent almost immediately unless needed supplies of aviation gas- 
oline, military equipment and replacement troops are provided rapidly 
and without interruption. Whether our fighting forces are operating 
in Europe, Africa, the far East, or in the Middle East, it is a matter 
of primary impertance that their supply lines of communication 
remain intact. 

The bases now available to support the Navy’s assigned mission 
are inadequate. ‘The Department of Defense has approved the Navy’s 
recommendations to obtain base rights at additional bases for the 
construction of facilities, and for the deployment of forces prior to 
D-day. In planning these additional bases, close coordination has 
been effected with the Air Force to prevent duplication. Where 
feasible, use of existing facilities and/or joint use of facilities is planned. 

The additional overseas bases proposed for construction are the 
minimum required at this time to attain a satisfactory degree of war 
readiness as demanded by existing conditions. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Admiral TuHurser. Okinawa: This base is for the support of air-sea 
reconnaissance of an area which is of strategic importance to enemy 
submarines and surface ships. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Admiral THurser. Authorization for only minimum operational 
and personnel facilities are included in this request. 

Agana, Guam: The Naval Air Station, Agana, is a most important 
supply link in the airlift pipeline to strategic points in the Far East. 
This station provides support facilities for the Military Air Transport 
Service and for carrier air groups and patrol squadrons. Authoriza- 
tion is requested for facilities to permit continuation of the long-range 
base development plan, which includes permanent typhoon and 
— structures, runway extension and taxiways, and personnel 
facilities. 

Kwajalein: This atoll is a key base for air transport and ferry opera- 
tions, and provides support for combat operations in the Central 
Pacific. The excessive humidity and salty atmosphere have deterio- 
rated existing World War II structures to a falling-down stage. The 
authorization and appropriations requested for Kwajalein are a con- 
tinuation of a plan to provide adequate and livable facilities. 

Barber’s Point, T. H.: This station supports operation of fleet 
units, search and rescue aircraft, and the temporary basing of units 
being deployed to the Pacific area. Authorization is requested for 
airfield pavements, mess and galley for 2,500 enlisted men, and a 
very limited number of housing facilities for key personnel. 

This completes the presentation of our naval aviation facilities 
program. 

Initially we requested authorization for naval aviation shore 
facilities totaling $555,785,850. This amount was reduced by the 
House to $371,313,150, a reduction of $184,472,700. Later we wish 
to discuss with the committee our reasons for asking for a restoration 
in authorization in the amount of $85,555,800. 





120 MILITARY AND NAVAL CONSTRUCTION 


MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 


The Marine Corps portion of the fiscal year 1952 public works 
program, as originally submitted to the noe proposed new 
authorizations which totaled $58,704,700. This authority, together 
with that proposed in H. R. 3464, would have permitted the correction 
of the most critical long standing deficiencies, except family housing, 
for the then authorized strength of the Marine Corps. 

Subsequent to the submission of our fiscal year 1952 program, the 
President approved an increase in the Marine Corps personnel 
strength. This increase created an immediate requirement for addi- 
tional billeting and training facilities amounting in cost to $31,904,450. 
We cleared this new requirement with the Secretary of Defense and 
with the Bureau of the Budget and submitted it to the House Armed 
Services Committee on the final day of review of the public works 
program. by that committee. It was approved by the committee but 
the items involved were not printed in the bill, H. R. 4914. We are 
prepared to discuss the details of these additional items in connection 
with other proposed amendments to H. R. 4914 upon conclusion of our 
general presentation. The matter is brought up at this time to 
facilitate an explanation of the chart now placed on exhibit. 

As shown on the total authorization bar, the solid red portion 
represents the amount of authorization which is contained in H. R. 
4914. The portion of the bar immediately above (outlined in solid 
red lines), represents the additional requirements just mentioned, 
which have been approved by the committee in the House. The 
portion of the bar next above, defined by broken lines, represents the 
amount of reduction which the House made in our original authoriza- 
tion proposal. We wish to discuss our reasons for reclama in this 
area after our general presentation. 

The other two bars (buff and gray) on the left side of the chart, 
show the breakdown of total authorizations between continental 
United States and overseas. 

H. R. 4914 does not include two emergency projects pending 
before the Congress (H. R. 3464), which bill passed the House and 
is awaiting action by your committee. These items are: 

Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, Va.: Temporary emergency 
housing and training facilities, $4,147,000. 

Naval Air Station, Kaneohe, Oahu, Hawaii: Camp for one regimental 
combat team, $10,159,600. 

Chairman Russett. Why are you building temporary housing 
at Quantico in view of the legislation that is here providing for 
permanent increase in personnel of the Marine Corps? 

Admiral Tuurser. The reason given to me by the Marine Corps 
is they wanted them in a hurry. 

Chairman RusseLu. It would seem to me to be haste making waste 
there. It would be a waste of money there if you have to have 
permanent facilities there. 

Admiral Tourser. I would like to make some remarks off the 
record, Senator. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Chairman Russe.ui. How about this camp for a regimental combat 
team, that would seem to me to be more of a base than it would be a 
camp if it is going to cost $10,000,000. It certainly would not cost 
$10,000,000 to fix up a camp. 
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Admiral Tuurser. That is the name the Marine Corps gave to their 
permanent installation. 

Chairman Russe... That would be a permanent installation? 

Admiral Tourer. So far as we can foresee; yes, sir. 

Funds are being requested for appropriation in the fiscal year 1952 
public works proposal for these two projects. We wish to discuss the 
status of this bill, H. R. 3464, later in connection with other proposed 
amendments. 

The bars on. the right-hand side of the chart show the total appro- 
priations being ree creme for fiscal year 1952 with a breakdown be- 
tween continental United States and overseas. These appropriations 
are being requested under existing authorizations, under authorizations 
proposed in H. R. 3464, and under authorizations proposed in H. R. 
4914, plus the $31.9 million approved by the House committee for 
amendment to H. R. 4914. 

Chairman Russetu. That is just a little confusing there to me, 
Admiral. You say, ““These appropriations are being requested under 
existing authorizations.” Well, of course, that would be in the 
appropriation bill where you have authorization. 

Admiral Tourser. No, sir; we had previous authorizations in 1951. 

Chairman Russe.u. I am aware of that. 

Admiral Tuurser. Under which we are requesting appropriations 
for this year. We want to get appropriations. under H. R. 3464, 
under H. R. 4914, and the items which did not get into the bill, 
although approved by the committee, in H. R. 4914. 

Chairman Russe... Is that the item—no. How did the committee 
approve some proposition without getting it in substantive legis- 
lation? 

Admiral Tuurser. It was stated that it would be introduced as 
an amendment on the floor of the House, and it was not introduced. 

Chairman Russ xv. I see. 

Admiral Tuurser. The appropriations being requested will be 
spent in major part for: 

(1) Barracks and training facilities necessary to obviate the 
necessity for marines living in tents without proper sanitary and 
messing facilities. This is the most critical problem of the Marine 
Corps today. 

(2) Depot and storage facilities at Albany, Ga.; Camp Lejeune, 
N. C.; and Camp Pendleton, Oceanside, Calif. 

(3) Roads, utilities, and services. Chief among these is a railroad 
from Camp Lejeune to Cherry Point, N. C., and a dam for an assured 
water supply at Camp Pendleton, Calif. 

(4) Administrative and overhead. The construction of a new 
administration building at Quantico, Va., will result in the freeing of 
a 600-man barracks for its badly needed original purpose. 

The Marine Corps program does not provide for facilities to house 
the First Marine Division should it be returned from Korea. In such 
an event, we would have to make additional budget proposals to 
Congress. 

COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


The scope of projects in the category “Communication facilities” 
for which new authorization was initially sought in the House for this 
program amounted to $45,639,700, as shown on the chart. 
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The House amended this figure downward to a new. total. of $23,- 
100,950. Of this latter total, authorization in the amount of $6 ahs - 
700 is requested for nine projects within the continental. Unite 
States and $16,189,250 is requested for eight projects: overseas. a 
are asking for a total appropriation of $35,792,800 in. this year’s 
program—$12,691,850 of which has been previously authorized by 
the Congress. 

Chairman Russet. That is how the House arrived at that figure 
of $23,000,000. They took the previous authorization from the total 
appropriation request and then deducted what they got from the 
total authorization. 

Admiral Tuurper. Just by coincidence it came out that way; yes, 
sir. The items that were stricken out for authorization happened to 
fit into that figure. 

This 1952 program contains only those projects essential to the 
required augmentation and improvement of the naval communication 
nae designed to meet the following three objectives: 

(1) Expansion of the naval communications system essential for 
the support of planned naval forces at end fiscal 1952 in the amount 
of $12,202,150; 

(2) Provision of functional facilities in support of the antisub- 
marine warfare program in the amount of $7,106,800; and 

(3) Augmentation of facilities essen ite naval readiness and 
national defense in the amount of $3,792, 

Wherever practicable the. necessary ‘facilities to support. these 
three functions of the naval communication system have been con- 
solidated in one geographical location in order to promus logistical 
and administrative support on the most economical basis 

In connection with most of the overseas facilities, wartime tempo- 
rary structures, have outlived their usefulness. Some of the projects 
contained in this program reflect the continuation of a long-range 
plan to provide permanent, adequate facilities. 


SUPPORT OF OPERATING FORCES 


I have here a chart showing the locations of the publie-works projects 
planned for the augmentation of the communications support of the 
operating forces. Sm projects will provide communication facil- 
ities which are either not now available or are inadequate. .Tech- 
nological developments and revised strategical and tactical concepts 
impose operational requirements on the naval communication system 
for which facilities must be provided. A typical example of the 
application of a new development is in antisubmarine warfare opera- 
tions which give rise to the necessity for additional and new radio 
broadcast facilities. 

The naval communication system is outlined on this chart. The 
existing facilities are shown by the red symbols, linked by radio and 
landline circuits depicted in black. The blue symbols indicate’ the 
approximate locations of the projects in this program. Planned 
projects for which future authorization will be required are indicated 
by the yellow symbols. 
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ANTISURMARINE WARFARE 


The projects in support of the antisubmarine-warfare program are 
all for high-fre uency radio direction-finder stations. Past experience 
in the United ‘States Navy and elsewhere has been that the use of 
radio is essential for effective employment of large numbers of sub- 
marines. By means of strategically located radio direction-finder 
stations, it is possible to locate submarines or other (enemy) units. 
Readiness to locate the source of such transmissions requires that the 
Navy’s direction-finder facilities be augmented and modernized. 

At present the Navy has a direction-finder net in the Pacific and 
one in the Atlantic. In the Pacific and in the Atlantic areas, stations 
are either in operation or under development as shown by the red 
symbols. 

However, in order to cover adequately the principal sea lanes of these 
areas, additional stations are required, It is reasonable, for example, to 
expect that all stations will not hear all transmissions. Also, it is 
necessary in plotting the bearing lines that at least a few of these lines 
intersect at right angles, or nearly so. . 

Certain addition stations have been included in the fiscal year 
1952 program. At this point I would like to say that the program of 
expansion based on the current world situation calls for two additional 
stations in fiscal year 1953, 

In concluding my remarks on the antisubmarine warfare part of this 
program, I think I need only mention that the movement of the vast 
majority of the large numbers of men and quantities of material re- 
quired in war can only be accomplished by means of ships, and that 
locating submarines whieh will attack those ships is a major step in the 
effective employment of our combatant ships and planes engaged in 
antisubmarine warfare. Since these direction-finder stations require 
time to be built and to be brought. to an effective level of performance, 
it is considered that the program outlined is essential to achieve the 
degree of readiness required, 

t would like to take this part of our presentation off the record. 

Chairman Russe ut, .All right. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


, 


SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 


Admiral Tuurser. This portion of our program covers activities 
under the management control of the Bureau of Naval Personnel, 
except for the fleet training activities which were presented earlier 


”? 


under ‘Fleet facilities.”” The total authorization requested for fiscal 
year 1952 is $26,545,700. The House made no reduction in this 
amount. We are asking funds for fiscal year 1952 equal in amount to 
the authorization. The work proposed is urgently required to correct 
inadequacies at certain of our active installations for the training of 
officer and enlisted personnel of the expanded Navy. 

For officer training: It is proposed to accomplish part of the long- 
delayed need for improvement to academic buildings at the Naval 
Academy and to extend the very crowded mess hall. It also is pro- 
posed to initiate development of facilities at the Postgraduate School 
at Monterey, Calif., to accommodate the engineering postgraduate 
part of the school now at Annapolis, and to install an electronic 
evaluator at the Naval War College at Newport, R. I. 
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For enlisted training: It is proposed to augment service schools at 
the naval training center, Great Lakes, and at the naval station, Key 
West. It also is proposed to accomplish needed improvements and 
augmentation of facilities at the naval training stations, San Diego, 
Calif., at Newport, R. I., and at the receiving station, Seattle, Wash. 

No new training centers are required at this time. The demand for 
increased induction training so far has been met by reactivating World 
War IT facilities which were held in reserve. 


ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


The objectives of the ordnance part of our program are to provide 
the facilities necessary to successfully prosecute an integrated program 
of research, design, development, manufacture, storage, maintenance, 
distribution, and issue of ordnance and ammunition for the fleet, and 
for certain requirements of the Army and Air Force. Authorization 
in the amount of $141,433,900 was requested for this program when it 
was initially presented to the Congress. The House of I Representa- 
tives included authorization in the amount of $118,306,200, a reduction 
amounting to $23,126,700. For reasons which will be given later it is 
considered necessary to ask this committee for a restoration of $10,- 
467,100, principally for the construction of magazines. 

The chart illustrates the purposes for which this program is required. 
The outlined green block represents authorization originally requested 
from the Congress; the solid green block represents authorization 
passed by the House of Representatives, and the silver outlined area 
represents appropriations to be requested. 

Senator Brinces. You are asking for a restoration, Admiral. The 
House reduced you that much? 

Admiral Tuurser. The House reduced our request $23,000,000. 

Senator Briners. In the report did they give the reasons? 

Admiral Tuurser. In their hearings they stated generally they 
would carry out a policy of reducing authorizations to the amount of 
funds to be requested in this year, this fiscal year. 

Senator Bripgrs. But they did not deal with this specifically; it 
was a general dealing? 

Admiral Tourer. Generally across the board. We asked for 
certain exceptions in the hearings before the House, and many of the 
exceptions were granted. We are asking this committee for others. 

Senator Bripgrs. Are you just asking for all of them? 

Admiral Tuurser. No, sir. 

Senator Bripces. What percentage of the places where the House 
cut are you asking restoration? 

Admiral Tuurser. As I explained to the committee earlier, Senator 
Bridges, we are specifically asking for $143,000,000 out of the 
$344 ,000,000 that were cut by the House. 

Senator Brinvaes. I see. 

Senator Lona. Admiral, I don’t quite understand those symbols. 
What is that silver square there? 

Admiral Tuurser. The silver represents the appropriations we will 
request. 

Senator Lone. What is the white inside that silver? 

Admiral Tuurser. That happens to be a gap there. 

Senator Lone. Does that mean you are not going to ask for that 
part, is that it? 
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Admiral Tuurser. No; that is just an offset on that particular 
chart. 

Senator Lone. I see. 

Admiral Tuurser. The largest portion of the authorization being 
requested for ordnance is required to construct ammunition storage 
facilities which are needed to preserve safely and economically the 
ammunition and ammunition components scheduled for delivery dur- 
ing fiscal year 1952 and the first two quarters of fiscal year 1953. 
These magazine and inert ammunition store house requirements are 
based on ammunition delivery schedules under current procurement 
programs. 

The ordnance research and development projects are needed to 
more quickly translate the results of primary research into the pro- 
duction of usable modern ordnance items. Modern ordnance items, 
the production of which will be facilitated by this program, include 
base plate fuzes, rockets, and guided missiles, aircraft fire-control 
systems, VT fuzes, torpedoes, and ram-jet engines. The develop- 
ment of specialized propellants also will be speeded up. Structures 
and other facilities for our ordnance research and development, as 
programed here, are not available in industry, educational institu- 
tions, or in other governmental departments. 

Facilities for assembly, overhaul, and reconditioning of ammunition 
and ordnance are required to support planned production schedules 
as far as possible on a one-shift basis and to support ammunition and 
ordnance overhaul and reconditioning. Noteworthy in this category 
are the facilities for assembly of substantial quantities of rockets at 
the naval ammunition depot, Shumaker, Ark., and the provision of a 
new production facility for 3-inch gun ammunition at naval ammuni- 
tion depot, Crane, Ind. 

Chairman Russetu. I thought the 3-inch gun was on its way out 
with the Navy. Every time you come down here and give away your 
destroyer escorts, they say it is not anything because it has got 3-inch 
guns @n it. 

Admiral Tuurser. These are new aircraft mounts, and they are in 
production now, sir. 

Chairman Russet. This is a new antiaircraft gun? 

Admiral Tourser. They are among the finest antiaircraft weapons 
we have. 

Chairman Russgtu. It is not an automatic weapon? 

Admiral Tuurser. Not strictly speaking; no, sir. 

Chairman Russeiu. Between the 40 millimeter and the 5-inch gun, 
something like that? 

Admiral Tuurser. Yes, sir. 

Senator Brinces. What are those guns designed, Admiral—anti- 
aircraft guns—by the Swedes, I think, were they not? 

-Admiral Tourser. Bofors. 

Senator Brinces. What are they? 

Admiral Taurser. Those are 40 millimeter. 

Senator Bripexs. Are they automatic? 

Admiral Taurser. They can be automatically controlled, but they 
usually are manually operated, sir. 

Senator Bripexs. All right. How fast can they shoot? 

Admiral Toursrer. About 40 shots per gun per minute. 


88605—51 9 
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Senator Lone. You can operate those from central controls, swing- 
ing them around any way by central controls. 

Senator Brivges. These 3-inch guns that you are talking about, 
how do they vary from those? 

Admiral Taurser. They have a 3-inch as opposed to the 40- 
millimeter. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Bripees. What is their distance compared to the Bofors 

ns? 

__Adaial TuurBer. Greater range, larger projectile, larger fragment, 
arger fuze. 

Senator Lona. Is that a 40-millimeter or 3-inch gun? 

Admiral THurser. Three-inch. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the Admiral a 
question. 

Chairman Russet... Yes, sir, Senator. 

Senator Hunt. The ships that we have transferred to the South 
American countries, destroyer escorts, that carry a 3-incb gun, is that 
an antiaircraft gun? 

Admiral Tuurser. It is an antiaircraft gun, but it does not hold 
a candle to the gun we are talking about here. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Chairman Russexui. This is a dual-purpose gun. -I assume you 
can use it tost shore installations or inst submarines? 

Admiral Tourser. That is correct. It is basically anti-aircraft, 
but it could be dual purpose. 

Senator Lone. That gun must load automatically, I take it—some 
belt loading? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Lona. I would like to see that gun sometime. 

Admiral Tuurser. We can arrange for you to see it at the Naval. 
Gun Factory. . 

Shall I go on now, Mr. Chairman? 

Chairman Russe.i. Yes; you may proceed. 

Admiral Tuursper. The ammunition port facilities—deep-water 
shipping facilities—proposed are required primarily to reduce hazards 
in the handling of large quantities of high explosives in areas of dease 
population and adjacent to concentrations of valuable real-property 
improvements. 

Before leaving “Ordnance facilities,” I should like to illustrate the 
necessity for the “tower’’ of requirements for storage shown on the 
chart. 

Here we see ammunition storage requirements as related to ammuni- 
tion delivery schedules. This chart is based on ammunition delivery 
schedules under current procurement programs. Any speed-up.of 

roduction schedules will widen the gap between these two curves. 
This black one is the requirement based on ammunition delivery 
schedules, and this is the construction requested. 

Senator Lone. In other words, you need more storage facilities in 
order to handle the ammunition. 

Admiral Tuurser. To catch up with the ammunition production. 
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SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


Under this category of shipyard facilities, authorization requests 
totaling $56,900,300 were submitted to the House Armed Services 
Committee. During the course of their hearings, the total of the 
authorization was reduced by $1,661,000 to $55,239,300, bringing 
authorizations to the level of the appropriations to be requested under 
this authority. This reduction in authorizations can be accepted at 
this time. 

About two-thirds of the funds requested are for improving ship- 
repair and ship-construction facilities in naval shipyards. About 
one-third is for improving the research and development facilities in 
naval laboratories which have been established for developing new 
and better ship materials. 

It is important to note that subsequent to World War I and until 
the late thirties there was little expansion or modernization in naval 
shipyards, and that during the expansion period—1938—43—incident 
to World War II, essential additions were hurriedly constructed, in 
some cases on made ground, sometimes of a temporary nature, and 
frequently of substitute materials. Furthermore, since World War II 
the requirement for rigid economy has prevented systematic and 
adequate maintenance and planned improvements to the Bureau of 
Ships facilities. 

In addition to the need for rehabilitating certain existing facilities, 
we also must make provision for handling the ever-increasing electronic 
and electrical workload in the shipyards. The vast increase in this 
work and in the size and complexity of equipment is difficult to 
comprehend. 

Some idea may be obtained from the fact that the dollar value of 
electronic procurements made by the Bureau of Ships during World 
War II attained a rate of $1,600,000 per annum. Compared with that 
expenditure, we find that even under present partial mobilization 
conditions the procurement for 1951 amounted to $575,000,000 and 
for 1952 is expected to reach a total of $600,000,000. This has a direct 
impact on naval shipyards. The full impact will be felt in the 
shipyards in fiscal year 1953 and 1954 as increasing deliveries are 
effected. It is estimated that total installation costs for this material 
will amount to $17,000,000 for fiscal year 1952, and will rise to 
$70,000,000 in fiscal year 1953. A large proportion of the installation 
work will be accomplished in the naval shipyards. 

Senator Lone. Might I ask you a question about that off the 
record? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Bripcrs. Are you in here for an appropriation for the 
protection of the Naval Air Test Base at Patuxent, Md.? Are you 
personally familiar with the operations there? 

Admiral Tuurser. I have Lees there, Senator Bridges. 

Senator Brivers. You are not familiar with it? 

Admiral Tuurser. I have people here who are familiar with it. 

Senator Brinces. Who have you got here who would know about 
it or would have it under his jurisdiction? 

One of the complaints that have come to this committee—as long 
as you are asking for an appropriation on that base—is about wasting 
money down there. Perhaps it is because it is near Washington, 
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but you certainly get those complaints fully as much on that base as 
any other. g 

One of them, for instance, is the large amount of oil that you use— 
and gas, and so forth that you use there—that you have got deep- 
water facilities, but instead of unloading your oil and gas there you 
bring it 90 miles up the bay farther, and then you unload it and then 
you truck it back 90 miles down to Patuxent Air Base. 

One of the stories that have come to the Preparedness Subcommittee 
of this committee is that there is something peculiar about an opera- 
tion of that kind, and I would like to have both this committee and 
the Preparedness Subcommittee look into it. 

Then, we hear things like, for instance, the maintenance of a green- 
house there, employment of several men, the use of fuel, and so forth, 
just to raise flowers for the commanding officer and the executive 
officer. 

We have had a dozen incidents given us about the Patuxent Naval 
Air Test Base. I would like to have somebody who knows about the 
Patuxent Naval Air Base investigate some of this stuff and report to 
us, because if it is not done, why, there are going to be charges made, 
and the committees—at least the Preparedness Subcommittee— 
would have to go into it in a formal way. 

Perhaps there is an answer to it, but they are certainly accumu- 
lating on that particular base. 

Admiral Tuurser. If you would like, I am positive the Secretary 
of the Navy would welcome a letter setting forth the incidents so that 
it would be given a thorough investigation and a proper answer after 
investigation. 

Senator Bripges. All right. 

Admiral Tuurser. We look into those things with our Naval 
Inspector General, as you know. 

Senator Brinces. Let me ask you who here in the Department 
has that base particularly under his jurisdiction. 

Admiral Tuurser. The Bureau of Aeronautics, sir. 

Senator Bripces. The Bureau of Aeronautics? 

Admiral Tuurser. Yes, sir. May I continue, Mr. Chairman? 

Chairman Russet. Yes, sir; you may proceed. 

Admiral Tuurser. Further indication of the increase in this work 
is the dollar cost of the electronic installations on board a typical 
destroyer for the years 1930, 1940, and 1950 as shown on this chart. 

These comparisons are striking even after increasing costs of labor 
and material are accounted for: 


Cost of electronic installation 


Typical destroyer: 
NOIR. 2 dc ocd dS k= Red ais inde bes Reb AE nseons $16, 950 
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The quantity and complexity of electrical installations aboard ship 
have increased at a pace similar to that for electronics. This results 
from additional electrical equipment required for automatic. gunfire 
control, general-purpose equipment, and the increased electronic 
installations. For example, the ship’s electrical-generating capacity 
on a typical destroyer has increased as shown on this same chart during 
the past two decades: 1930, 120 kilowatts; 1940, 900 kilowatts; 1950, 
2,000 kilowatts. These increased installations have resulted in 
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corresponding increases in workload at shipyards, with the result that 
our electrical and electronic shop facilities are becoming, or have 
already become, inadequate. It is therefore apparent that it is not 
too soon to equip the shipyards having the greatest deficiencies in 
these respects to handle the installation and repair of this vast amount 
of complicated electronic and electrical material. 

Senator Long. Are you putting air-conditioning aboard cruisers 
now? Are you air-conditioning your ships now? 

Admiral Tuurser. Certain spaces have always been air-conditioned 
since they developed air-conditioning equipment, such as the combat 
information center, hospital areas, and magazines. 

Senator Lona. Troop quarters? 

Admiral Taurser. Not that I have heard of, or officers’ quarters, 
either. 

Senator Lona. It is my understanding that—and this friend told 
me—the entire ship was air-conditioned. 

Admiral THurser. I would have to look into that. 

Senator Lone. He told me there were about three in the service 
that were air-conditioned; and, from what I recall of, the service, once 
one fellow gets.it, everybody else wants it. I was just curious to 
know whether you were going to air-condition all the ships. 

Admiral THursBer. All major ships now under construction will be 
mechanically cooled. 

Senator Bripces. Probably some sections like the commanding 
officer’s cabin and others are air-conditioned. 

Admiral Tuurser. I have never been in one yet. I have been in 
the combat information center, magazines, and coding room, but I 
have never seen it in a commanding officer’s cabin—and I have com- 
manded five ships. 

Senator Bripces. That is good, Admiral. I thought that was 
just human nature. 

Admiral Tuurser. It might have helped sometimes. 

Senator Lone. That is right. 

Admiral Tuurser. This next chart shows that, of the total re- 
quested for the naval shipyards, 49.3 percent is for industrial shops, 
18.6 percent is for utilities, 27.2 percent is for waterfront facilities, 
and 4.9 percent is for weight- and materials-handling systems. 

The part of our proposal which pertains to laboratories is to support 
the research and development programs approved by the Chief of 
Naval Operations and the Research and Development Board. The 
facilities requested will accelerate progress in selected fields already 
under investigation and will provide information in new fields. From 
results obtained, we will improve our capabilities offensively and 
defensively in many phases of modern warfare. 

The laboratory facilities requested will give required support to 
the new construction program for new-type aircraft carriers, destroy- 
ers, and submarines. 

More specifically, they will support programs for investigating, 
developing, evaluating, and improving the following: 

(a) New-type naval boilers with greater horsepower, higher tem- 
peratures and pressures, and automatic controls. That work is to be 
carried out at the Naval Boiler Test Laboratory, Philadelphia. 

(b) Naval propellers of improved design with greater efficiency— 
less noise of themselves, together with reduced resistance and noise 
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effects on other hull appendages. These qualities are essential to 
meet modern antisubmarine warfare uirements. This work is 
performed at the David W. Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Md. 

(c) Radar for surface ships and submarines. This work is essential 
to meet modern antisubmarine and air-defense requirements, and is 
carried out in the Naval Electronics Laboratory, Point Loma, Calif. 

(¢d) Passive defense measures in ship construction to counteract 
atomic bursts. Investigations in radiological decontamination pro- 
cedures in biomedical work and weapons-effect investigations for the 
Army, Navy, Air Force, and Atomic Energy Commission. This work 
is being carried out to a limited degree in the Naval Radiological 
Defense Laboratory, San Francisco, Calif. 

(e) Chemistry of fuels and lubricants, properties of metals, weldi 
techniques, noise, shock and vibration, causes of failure in nav 
materials and machinery, internal combustion engines, turbines 
and special submarine propulsion units including the closed combustion 
cycle engine, and nuclear propulsion, carried out at the old and well- 
established firm of the Naval Engineering Experiment Station at 
Annapolis, Md. ° 

This next chart shows that of the total requested for the naval 
laboratories 49.6 percent is for radiological defense facilities, 15.9 
percent is for utility support of laboratories—water, power and 
heating facilities—22.9 percent is for boiler test facilities, 10.2 percent 
is for propeller testing facilities and 1.4 percent is for radar testing 
facilities. 

Senator Lone. Does that mean that you feel that you have just 
done about everything you could do with radar? 

Admiral Taurzer. No. It comes back to the question, Senator 
Long, we had a minute ago. We are not changing models this year 
as much as we have heretofore. 

Senator Lone. How much money does that involve there in the 
previous chart? 

Admiral Taurser. The total of the authorization is $55 million. 

Senator Lone. No laboratory facilities? 

Admiral Tuurper. Yes, there are laboratory facilities. 

Senator Lona. Yes. 

Admiral Tuurrer. Laboratory facilities are 49.6 percent, which 
would be about $27,000,000 in a lump sum. 


SUPPLY FACILITIES 


This portion of the Navy’s program concerns activities under the 
management control of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts. 

Authorizations for supply facilities construction as presented to the 
House Armed Services Committee, totaled $92.7 million, as shown on 
this chart in the open bar; $53.9 million was for the construction of 
4.3 million barrels of bulk petroleum storage for aviation fuels and 
Navy special fuels. 

Senator Bripexs. Let me ask you a question off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Admiral Taurser. Shall I continue, Mr. Chairman? 

Chairman Russetu. Yes, Admiral. 

Admiral Tuurser. Thirty-two and eight-tenths million dollars was 
for warehouse facilities, providing 1.5 million square feet of covered 
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storage. Six and one-tenth million dollars was for the construction 
of 355,000 square feet of inventory control space. 

The program was reduced by the House Armed Services Com- 
mittee, as shown by the solid portion of the authorization bars; 
namely, to $38.6 million for petroleum storage, reducing the requested 
bulk pétroleum storage facilities from 4.3 million barrels to 1.5 mil- 
lion barrels; and to $10 million for warehouse space, reducing ware- 
house storage from 1.5 million square feet to 685,000 square feet. 

First, let me present the warehousing phase of our program, the 
central block on the chart. There is in storage and committed for 
storage, materials requiring 59.4 million gross square feet of warehouse 
space. The Navy procurement program for the fiscal year 1952 de- 
velops the need for an additional 10.2 million gross square feet for 
materials procured by the various bureaus for storage in warehouses 
operated by the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts. The Bureau 
presently operates under its management control 60.7 million gross 
square feet of warehouse space. This leaves a deficit of 8.9 million 
square feet to meet the proposed logistics program budgeted for the 
fiscal year 1952. 

Programing to meet this deficit has been a matter of extensive 
study by the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts. The economy of 
constructing only that part of the deficit that is essential to meet the 
peculiarities of protection and distribution of military supplies has 
been recognized. Accordingly, 4 million gross square feet of space 
has been programed to be obtained from existing commercial sources, 
a part of this space to be by lease of suitable facilities for operation 
by Navy personnel, and the remainder to be met by the procurement 
of complete warehousing services from public warehouses. In this 
connection, the Navy has cooperated with the other services of the 
Defense Department and industry in developing a system, now bein 
placed into effect, through which the Department of Defense wil 
utilize public warehouse space and service under a centrally controlled 
plan. 

There remains, .however, a deficit of 4.9 million gross square feet 
of covered space to be constructed for operation under Navy man- 
agement. ‘This space is needed for storage and issue of materials in 
direct support of units of the active and reserve fleets and in the 
assembling of advance base components. Services of this nature 
cannot be performed by public warehouses, and in the interests of 
economy, personnel and equipment and expeditious support of 
operating forces cannot be performed in scattered, leased space. 

The program, as submitted to the House Armed Services Com- 
mittee, would have provided in authorization a total of 1.5 million 
square feet for construction. This figure has been reduced by the 
House Armed Services Committee to 600,000 square feet. This is of 
considerable concern to the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts and at 
the first opportunity, a program will be submitted to Congress to 
eliminate this deficit in warehouse storage. 

Next, let us look briefly at the inventory control problem in our 
public works proposal. 

The electronic supply office at Great Lakes, Ill., and the general 
stores supply office at Philadelphia are the nerve centers for inventory 
control respectively, of over 124,000 electronic items valued at $232 
million, and 95,000 general stores items valued at $513 million. Due 
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to present congested facilities, these two activities are performing 
their current work in a substandard manner. They will be unable to 
perform their planned additional work even in a minimum acceptable 
manner without additional facilities. Surveys reveal that there is 
no Government-owned or commercial space adjacent to these two 
activities which may be utilized. Moving to another geographical 
area would result in the loss of skilled personnel and in the impairment 
of the efficiency of these systems. The requested construction of 
augmented facilities for these two offices at existing naval installa- 
tions will permit joint utilization of common services and tabulating 
machine equipment. 

Next, I should like to review the projects for petroleum storage. 
The policy and figures to be used are classified nk I request they be 
given off the record. 

(Discussion of the record.) 

Admiral THurser. The authorization contained in the House- 
approved bill will provide storage for some of the present. storage 
deficit, but will necessitate provision in the future for additional 
authorization. 

MEDICAL FACILITIES 


The projects requested for medical activities of the Navy in the 
fiscal year 1952 public works program conform to the need to meet 
partially the current and expanded requirement of the Department 
of the Navy for medical care. The program has been approved by 
the Armed Forces Medical Policy Council, the Secretary of Defense, 
and the Bureau of the Budget. In the development of this program 
these criteria were followed: 

(1) The use to the greatest possible extent of medical facilities now 
in operation, or those in the possession of the Navy that were suitable 
for rehabilitation; 

(2) The use of good-quality temporary construction for addin 
patient-bed spaces to existing hospitals having clinical facilities an 
services capable of supporting such expansion; 

(3) The use of a limited amount of permanent construction at sta- 
tions requiring additional permanent facilities to support peacetime 
operations, and where expansion of hospital bed capacity is required; 

(4) The cross-servicing or joint utilization of medical facilities for 
military personnel of the Armed Forces to the greatest extent feasible. 

The original total authorization requested in the medical facilities 
program for fiscal year 1952 amounted to $45% million, of which 
$44% million was for continental projects and $1 million for overseas. 
Authorizations were reduced by the House of Representatives to a 
total of $23,831,000, of which $707,800 is for overseas projects. 

The program now includes $19,631,800 for the provision of addi- 
tional medical and dental facilities, $1,375,000 for increased storage 
space for medical stores, $1,650,000 for additional laboratory space 
and $1,174,200 for improvements to services and utilities at existing 
naval hospitals. 

This chart illustrates the hospital bed requirements in the fiscal 
year 1952. In order to meet the hospitalization support of the 
expanded naval forces in 1952, 29,489 hospital beds will be required. 
By rehabilitation and use of existing hospital structures, the Navy 
will have available 26,107 beds to meet this requirement, leaving an 
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over-all shortage of 3,382 hospital beds, centered largely in the 
Fifth, Ninth and Eleventh Naval Districts. The construction 
requested in this program will*provide 3,000 additional beds in the 
areas where the bed deficit is most pronounced and will leave a deficit 
of 382 beds to the over-all requirement. The distribution of the 
additional bed capacity requested is reflected in new hospital facilities 
at Portsmouth, Va., and Long Beach, Calif., and additions to exist- 
ing naval hospitals at Great Lakes, Ill., and San Diego, Calif. 

Senator Hunr. Admiral, may I ask you how do you arrive at your 
over-all requirement? What do you mean by that statement? 

Admiral TuHurser. I would like to ask Dr. Eyer to answer your 

uestion. Dr. Eyer is the director of the Planning Division of our 
Berend of Medicine and Surgery. 

Captain Eyer. The over-all requirements are arrived at, sir, by 
the application of a factor against the planned strength of the Navy. 
That factor is derived from the average sick in hospitals based on the 
past year. 

Senator Hunt. You do not anticipate any emergency need for a 
great number of beds in case of a major conflict, that is what was back 
of my question. What arrangements do you have in this over-all 
figure for an emergency whereby you might have, say, a need for 
twice as many beds in a few months’ time as you normally have? 

Captain Eyer. That, sir—the present program is based on a split 
study. The program before you at the present time is to meet current 
and projected expanded requirements of the Navy, considering that 
the requirements for the Navy will remain at their present levels. 

The second portion of that study is currently under consideration 
in the Office of the Secretary of Defense now to determine the feasi- 
bility of provision of a reserve in readiness. This does not provide 

Senator Hunt. This does not include that? 

Admiral Tuurser. This has no mobilization requirement. 

Captain Ever. This does not include it. 

Senator Hunt. That is the answer I was looking for. 

Admiral Taurser. While this program does not fully meet the 
medical requirements of the Navv for hospital beds for the fiscal year 
1952, it will provide for much needed additional construction to meet 
the basic needs of the expanded Navy. 

Due to expansion of the Navy and increased delivery of materials 
under contract the need for additional storage space for medical 
materials is immediate and urgent. By the end of this calendar year 
our available space will be saturated by deliveries from procurement. 

This chart reflects the available naval medical storage space capacity, 
the requirements for the fiscal year 1952 and available capacity after 
the proposed construction. 

Available medical storage capacity amounts to 1,840,000 square 
feet. The requirement for storage of medical materials through fiscal 
year 1952 is approximately 3,800,000 square feet. The provision of 
additional storage capacity requested in fiscal year 1952 will increase 
total available capacity to 2,351,614 square feet. The remaining 
deficit of 1,438,386 square feet will be resolved by allocation of approxi- 
mately 700,000 additional square feet for bulk storage in naval supply 
depots, and for residual 740,000 square feet by the leasing of additional 
bulk storage facilities. 
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In view of the pressing need for additional storage space for medical 
materials, the Department of the Navy considers it must request 
that authorization for this construction, reduced from $8,415,000 to 
$1,375,000 be restored in full. Justification for this restoration, more 
complete, will be presented later in our presentation. 

Additional laboratory space is needed at the Naval Research Insti- 
tute, Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md., to provide essential 
facilities for studies of biologic effects of radiation weapons, medical 
defensive aspects of atomic warfare and the medical aspects of human 
adaptations and tolerances in modern warfare. Expansion of the 
present facilities at the Research Institute by 28,000 square feet is 
requested in this program. 

Improvements to utilities and services at existing naval hospitals 
include: (1) the provision of additional surgical operating room, mess 
hall, galley facilities, and increased capacity for the heating plant. of 
the Naval Hospital, Newport, R. I., to meet the expanded needs of 
the hospital; and (2) the modernization of the heating plant at the 
Naval Hospital, Porstmouth, Va., to provide adequate steam capacity 
and Diesel-electric auxiliary power for expanded hospital requirements. 

Senator Hunr. Admiral, may I ask one more question before you 
leave the medical field? In view of the very extreme costs of some of 
the modern pharmaceuticals, some of the serums, some of the newer 
medicines we are using, are we buying those all from pharmaceutical 
houses or are We preparing any of our own serums and attempting in 
that way to cut down the cost? 

Captain Eyer. May I answer that? By and large, sir, we buy from 
pharmaceutical houses. The primary thing that is prepared by the 
services is typhoid vaccine, which the Army prepares, and the services 
prepare their own serological sera for the determination of syphilis. 

Things like penicillin, streptomycin, chloromyctin, biologicals of 
that nature, are all obtained from pharmaceutical houses. We do 
not prepare those. We test them and check them for their potency 
and efficiency. 

Senator Stennis. This hospital space, if you will answer one more 
question, Doctor—you speak of the hospital requirements and the 
space requirements and all—does that include the families of the men? 
What is the situation? I go out here to Bethesda once in a while 
myself, and it is a very fine set-up, incidentally, and I see lots of 
people out there. Are those the families of the men? 

Captain Eyrer. That does include approximately 2,400 beds over-all 
for 

Senator Stennis. Over the Nation? 

Captain Eyer. I mean, of the 29,489, sir-—— 

Senator STENNis. Yes. 

Captain Eyer (continuing). Approximately 2,400 are for the treat- 
ment of dependents of the service, and the armed services. We take 
Army and Air Force dependents, as well. 

Senator STENNIS. Just 2,400 out of the 29,000? 

Captain Eyer. Out of the 29,000, sir. 

Senator Stennis. How do you figure the necessity for this space 
now? You estimate it would be vacant a certain percentage of the 
time—you have to, that is, if you are going to have two patients, and 
you will have to provide more than two beds. I mean, in figuring your 
averages there, how do you figure that, how do you make your 
calculations? 
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Captain Eyer. Our figures are based on the average population 
within naval hospitals on an over-all yearly basis. Now, that will 
fluctuate, sir, in the ee period. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Captain Ever. During the summer months you fall on the lower 
side of the curve. Your incidence of disease is not so high. During 
the winter months, particularly January, February, and March, 
where your incidence of upper respiratory diseases and chest colds, 
head colds, things of that nature, measles, mumps, chickenpox, we 
run between 30 to 40 percent higher. 

Senator Stennis. And you have to provide beds to take care of the 
high level, plus 

Captain Eyer. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Srennis (continuing). An allowance for safety. 

Captain Eyer. Now, the allowance for safety is primarily taken 
up in our method of operation in which we operate on 8-foot centers, 
If we run into epidemics or an overage beyond the average that we 
are calculating, we crowd our beds closer together and put the patients 
in the hospitals. 

Senator Srennis. Thank your sir. 





YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Admiral Tuurser. The authorization for yards and docks facilities, 
both continental and overseas, as submitted to the House, amounted 
to $20,025,100. The House reduced this to $18,025,100. This reduc- 
tion in authorization can be accepted at this time. 

Authorizations amounting to approximately $7.1 million are re- 
quested for personnel facilities at the construction battalion centers 
Port Hueneme, Calif., and Davisville, R. 1. These are the only 
continental bases for our Seabees. These two construction battalion 
centers are needed for Seabee training, and for equipment and mate- 
rial storage, and are the bases for the operating Seabee battalions in 
the Atlantic and Pacific areas. At present they have the most tem- 
porary type of construction. Under our fiscal year 1952 proposal 
minimum permanent barracks and mess halls are included. 

Authorizations emounting to $7 million are requested to replace 
structures damaged or destroyed by fire, hurricane, and similar 
disasters. The funds requested are in accordance with records of our 
past experience for emergency construction requirements. 

Authorization is included in the bill for the acquisition of land in 
the Marianas Islands and the trust territory amounting to $2.2 
million. This completes a program previously partially authorized 
for the Island of Guam, and also includes requirements for the armed 
services in the trust territory. Only that land required for defense 
installations is being acquired by purchase. Other land requirements 
are covered by leases. 

Additional shop facilities are requested for the public works center 
at Norfolk, Va. This center is a consolidated maintenance and repair 
shop for the extensive naval facilities in the Norfolk area. The 
center also operates the transportation and utilities system for the 
ras base. An authorization of $1.7 million is requested for this 
acility. 
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OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES 


The program objective here is the augmentation of research facili- 
ties under the management control of the Office of Naval Research, 
to accommodate the greatly expanded workload which has resulted 
from rapid advances in scientific fields and the national emergency 
condition now existing. 

The program consists of three projects requiring authorizations 
totaling $4,867,200. This amount was approved in the House bill. 

Two of the proposed projects are for the Naval Research Labora- 
tory totaling $4,075,200. Of this amount, $875,200 is to be utilized 
to expand an existing building which houses the mechanical trades 
shops. The present building lacks adequate floor space for the num- 
ber of tools and mechanics necessary to handle the laboretory’s nor- 
mal peacetime workload. The additional workload incident to ‘the 
augmentation of forces has resulted in an expensive increase in the 
work backlog, this despite an inordinately large amount of overtime 
and contracting services. The extension to the building will greatly 
alleviate existing unsatisfactory conditions and additionally, will per- 
mit correcting safety hazards by a better placement of machine tools. 

The balance of the funds for the Naval Research Laboratory is 
an increment which will be expended to modernize and develop the 
facilities of the Chesapeake Bay Annex. This annex, which is located 
parted 40 miles from Washington on shore-line cliffs of 

hesapeake Bay, is used by the scientific and technical personnel for 
work which cannot be conducted in or near a metropolitan area such 
as Washiagton, D. C. This work includes, but is not limited to, 
overwater propagation of radar, radio, and light waves, unrestricted 
flights by military aircraft targets, ‘maneuvering of ship targets 
development of pulse-jet engines, and technical evaluation of fire 
control and other equipment. The project includes the construction 
of an urgently needed laboratory and supporting structures, and the 
correction of deficiencies in utilities. 

The third project included in H. R. 4914 is for authorization of an 
oceanographic laboratory at Woods Hole, Mass. It is imperative 
for the Navy to understand more about the water in, on, and above 
which it operates. To gain this understanding, the Navy has relied 
upon State and private educational and scientific institutions. There 
is eee laboratory designed or staffed to conduct this re- 
search. 

It has been necessary to intensify oceanographic research, par- 
ticularly in the field of underwater-sound detection and ranging. 

The Woods Hole Oceanographic Institution was established by 
funds from the Rockefeller Foundation to supply oceanographic 
facilities for the colleges and universities of the Atlantic seaboard. 
The Navy’s workload at this institution has expanded to such pro- 
portions that it now occupies most of the laboratory spaces, thus 
denying the facilities to the organizations for which the institution 
was established. The Navy, by preventing access to these special 
facilities, is not only denying itself the results of their research, but is 
also jeopardizing the training of future oceanographic research workers. 

The construction at Woods Hole of a Navy-owned contractor- 
operated laboratory will provide the required facilities for Navy proj- 
ects, and will release to the universities, the special equipment whic 
they require. 
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Mr. Chairman, this concludes the presentation of the Navy public 
works program for new authorizations for fiscal year 1952 as passed 
by the House of Representatives in title II of H. R. 4914. The break- 
down by activities is summarized again for you on this chart. 

The proposal which was initially presented to the Congress was 
the product of many months of conscientious studies, screenings, and 
reviews. During the period of development of the proposal, the 
Navy Department received valuable assistance from representatives 
of the Bureau of the Budget and from representatives of the Office 
of Assistant Secretary of Defense (Comptroller). It was assisted also 
by the Munitions Board and by joint panels of the three armed 
services. The proposal has been coordinated with those of the two 
other services to effect joint utilization wherever possible and the 
elimination of duplication of effort. Throughout the development 
period serious effort was made to strike a balance between readiness 
and the capabilities of our national economy. As a result, the 
initial authorization proposal is an increment of the supporting re- 
quirements for the expanded forces, and the appropriation proposal 
is limited to only the most urgent of these requirements. 

I must stress that the Navy’s public works proposal is a carefully 
integrated program, each part dovetailing into the needs of our fleet. 
It is phased to keep pace with personnel induction, personnel train- 
ing, procurement of material, production of munitions, and the 
distribution of personnel and material. Elimination or downward 
modification of items in this proposal will affect the readiness of our 
fleet. Favorable action at this time on the Navy’s proposal is a 
requisite; otherwise, there will be serious imbalance in our over-all 
public works effort. 

I am prepared at this time to try to answer any questions by the 
committee. It would, however, i believe, give the committee a 
clearer and more complete picture of our public works program if 
we continued with that phase of the Navy’s program which was 
touched upon by Mr. Lovett and Mr. Whitehair—our desire to 
request certain restorations in authorizations. 

The time-saving factor of having available legislative authority for 
the scope of work which is essential to our readiness plan is a sound 
safeguard in the event of a sudden change for the worse in the world 
situation. It is because of our concern in this regard that we ask 
this committee to consider our request for a partial restoration of the 
reductions made by the House in authorizations. 

I have prepared a statement in regard to the restoration of authori- 
zations which gives a detailed breakdown of each one of the facilities 
where we are requesting such a restoration. 

Also the Department of Defense has sent up the proposed amend- 
ments to H. R. 4914 to match these requirements. Would you like 
me to read the reclamas? 

Chairman Russgetu. I do not think it is necessary to read it all. 

Admiral Tuurser. I could read the list of items and the amounts 
requested, and if there are any questions, why 

hairman Russexy. Well, are they not all governed by the general 
statement that in the event of emergency these particularly sensitive 
installations require immediate action, or are there some of them that 
do not come in that category? 

Admiral Tuurser. They all come in that category, sir. The 
only one that possibly you could not put under that tent would be 
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the “location classified” which I would like to take off the record at 
this point. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Admiral Tuurser. The reclamas, in general, Mr. Chairman, are 
a continuation of projects started by the second supplement, 1951, 
or are an expansion of existing facilities to meet the increase of the 
forces, with the exception of the one item I have just mentioned. 

Chairman Russe.it. What parts of this do you think could be 
printed in the record, Admiral? I suggest that you go through this 
and give us as much as you can for the record, and have this state- 
ment printed in the record. 

Admiral Tuurpger. I think a large part of it could go in the record. 
aoe reason it was given that classification is one or two items there 
that 

Chairman Russety. It would seem to me that most of it could be 
printed in the record, as is, as I have gone through this here. 

Admiral Tuurrer. It would not take long to give that to you, sir. 

Chairman Russe... I suggest that you go through this testimony 
in support of the amendments suggested by the Debaccouant and 
eliminate that matter that is very clearly restricted or classified, and 
have that statement printed in the record to follow the amendments 
proposed by the Department of Defense to the over-all bill. 

Admiral Tuurrer. All right, sir. 

Chairman Russett. We will have those amendments and such 
supporting material as it contains—as is contained in the Depart- 
ment’s statement—printed in the record at this juncture, and it will 
be followed by the evidence which you have to support the Navy’s 
amendments, less any classified matter. I have not seen any of it. 
I ran over about the first 10 or 12 pages, and I think none of that, in 
my eee, is classified. 

(The amendments referred to, together with the statement in regard 
to the restoration of certain decreases in authorization, and the 
summary of fiscal year 1952 authorization status follow:) 


AMENDMENTS TO TiTLE II oF H. R. 4914 RecoMMENDED BY THE DEPARTMENT 
OF THE Navy, With ExpLaNnatory STATEMENTS 


On page 17, line 13, delete ‘$35, 102,850” and insert in lieu thereof ‘$41,279,730’. 

This amendment would increase the authorization for Naval Amphibious Base, 
Little Creek, Va., to the full amount originally requested. Restoration of this 
authorization is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements of the 
Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 17, line 19, delete “$5,108,000” and insert in lieu thereof ‘$9,108,000’. 

This amendment would increase the authorization for Naval Station, Treasure 
Island, Calif., to the full amount originally requested. Restoration of this 
authorization is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements of 
the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 18, line 8, delete ‘‘$407,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$3,987,500”. 

This amendment would increase the authorization for Marine Corps Auxiliary 
Landing Strip, Beaufort, 8S. C., to the full amount originally requested. Restora- 
tion of this authorization is needed in order to meet the immediate en require- 
ments of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 18, line 12, delete “$9,710,000” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$20,140,900”’. 

This amendment would increase the authorization for Naval Air Station, Bruns- 
wick, Maine, to the full amount originally requested. Restoration of this author- 
ization is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements of the 
Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 18, line 19, delete “$9,929,600” and insert in lieu thereof “$21,117,600”. 

This amendment would increase the authorization for Naval Auxiliary Air 
Station, Cecil Field, Fla., to the full amount originally requested. Restoration 
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of this authorization is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent require- 
ments of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 18, line 25, delete “$15,058,000” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$28,226,900’’. 

This amendment would increase the authorization for ee to support 
jet operations for Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, N. C., to the amount 
originally requested in that regard although it would not increase the total 
authorization for the station to the full amount of $29,226,900 that was originally 
requested. Restoration of this authorization is needed in order to meet the im- 
mediate urgent requirements of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration 
in the world situation. 

On page 19, line 19, delete ‘‘$9,876,000” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$12,756,000’’. 

This amendment would increase the authorization for Naval Air Station, 
Jacksonville, Fla., to the full amount originally requested. Restoration of this 
authorization is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements of 
the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 19, following line 19, insert the following: ‘‘Naval Air Development 
Center, Johnsville, Pa.: Research and development and supporting facilities, 
including acquisition of land; $2,506,900.” 

This amendment would restore in part an authorization contained in the 
original request. The total amount originally requested’ for that center is 
$5,112,250. This partial restoration of authorization is needed in order to meet 
the immediate urgent requirements of the Navy in the event of a sudden deteriora- 
tion in the world situation. 

On page 20, line 2, delete “$1,500,000” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$13,330,000’’. 

This amendment would increase the authorization for Naval Air Technical 
Training Center, Memphis, Tenn., to the full amount originally requested. 
Restoration of this authorization is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent 
requirements of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world 
situation. 

On page 20, line 9, delete ‘‘$5,901,150” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$9,415,450’’. 

This amendment would increase the authorization for Naval Auxiliary Air 
Station, Miramar, Calif., to the full amount originally requested. Restoration 
of this authorization is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements 
of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 20, line 16, delete ‘‘$9,955,200”’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$13,125,200’’. 

This amendment would increase the authorization for Naval Air Station, 
Norfolk, Va., to the full amount originally requested. Restoration of this 
authorization is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements of 
the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 20, line 20, delete “$12,810,000” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$21,177,- 
500 


This amendment would increase the authorization for Naval Auxiliary Air 
Station, Oceana, Va., to the full amount originally requested. Restoration of 
this authorization is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements 
of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 20, line 23, delete ‘‘$4,435,500”’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$15,681,700.’” 

This amendment would increase the authorization for Naval Air Test Center, 
Patuxent River, Md., to the full amount originally requested. Restoration of 
this authorization is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements 
of the Navy in the event‘ of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 20, line 25, delete ‘‘$5,119,500”’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘Additional 
development of jet training field, Fort Barrancas, Fla.; $6,619,500’’. 

This amendment would restore in full the authorization originally requested 
for additional development of jet training field, Fort Barrancas, Fla., for Naval 
Air Station, Pensacola, Fla., although it would not increase the total authoriza- 
tion for the naval air station to the full amount of $7,939,500 that was originally 
requested. Restoration of this authorization is needed in order to meet the im- 
mediate urgent requirements of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration 
in the world situation. 

On page 21, line 7, delete ‘$7,386,500” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$9,966,000’’. 

This amendment would increase the authorizetion for Naval Air Station, 
Quonset Point, R. I1., to the full amount originally requested. Restoration of 
this authorization is needed in order to meet. the immediate urgent requirements 
of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 21, line 14, delete ‘‘$2,237,300” and insert in lieu thereof ‘“$4,337,300’’. 

This amendment would increase the authorization for Naval Auxiliary Landing 
Strip, Sanford, Maine, to the full amount originally requested. Restoration of 
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this authorizetion is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements 
of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 22, line 17, delete ‘‘$5,187,200” and insert in lieu thereof “$20,332,700.” 

This amendment would increase the authorization for Marine Corps Depot of 
Supplies, Albany, Ga., to the full amount originally requested. Restoration of 
this authorization is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements of 
the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 23, line 6, delete “$7,150,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$15,435,410.” 

‘his amendment would incorporate an additional authorization for Marine 
Corps Training Camp, Twenty-nine Palms area, California, that was not included 
in the original request. It has, however, been approved by the Bureau of the 
a and by the House Armed Services Committee, but was not added to the 

ill. 

On page 23, line 10, delete “$5,172, 000” and insert in lieu thereof ‘expansion of 
field training camp facilities; $32,598,000.” 

This amendment would restore in full the authorization for Marine Barracks, 
Camp Pendleton, Oceanside, Calif., that was contained in the original request. 
Authorization language for correction of deficiencies in raw water supply was 
inadvertently left in the bill although the appropriation for that purpose was 
eliminated by the House Armed Services Committee. Restoration of this authori- 
zation is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements of the Navy 
in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. The amendment 
would also incorporate an additional authorization totaling $19,712,700 for the 
expansion of field training camp facilities that was not included in the original 
request. It was, however, approved by the Bureau of the Budget and by the 
House Armed Services Committee but was not added to the bill. 

On page 24, line 9, delete ‘‘gallery”’ and insert in lieu thereof “galley.”’ 

This amendment would correct a typographical error. 

On page 25, following line 9, insert the following: ‘Allegheny Ballistics Labora- 
tory, Cumberland, Md.: Plant facilities; $383,900.” 

This amendment would restore in full an authorization contained in the original 
request. Restoration of this authorization is needed in order to meet the immedi- 
ate urgent requirements of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the 
world situation. 

On page 25, line 12, delete “Arctic weather test room;’’. 

This amendment would delete authorization language no longer applicable in 
view of the elimination by the House Armed Services Committee of authorization 
in that regard for Naval Proving Ground, Dahlgren, Va. 

On page 25, lines 17 and 18, delete “extension of railroad tracks;’’. 

This amendment would delete authorization language no longer applicable in 
view of the elimination by the House Armed Services Committee of authorization 
in that regard for Naval Ammunition Depot, Hastings, Nebr. 

On page 25, following line 21, insert the following: ‘‘Naval Ammunition Depot, 
Hingham, Mass.: Improvements to structures and facilities, additional inert 
material storage; $462,000.” 

This amendment would restore in full an authorization contained in the original 
request. Restoration of this authorization is needed in order to meet the imme- 
diate urgent requirements of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in 
the world situation. 

On page 25, following line 23, insert the following: “Naval Ordnance Plant, 
Indianapolis, Ind.: Flectronics laboratory; $357,500.” 

This amendment would restore in full an authorization contained in the original 
request. Restoration of this authorization is needed in order to meet the imme- 
diate urgent reauirements of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in 
the world situation. 

On page 26, line 3, delete ‘‘$4,045,600” and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“facilities for aircraft ranges; countermeasures test range; heavy-duty repair 
shops; range for development and assessment of aircraft fire-control systems; 
aviation ordnance test building; additional inert material storage; $7,131,100.” 

This amendment would restore in part the authorization originally requested 
with respect to Naval Ordnance Test Station, Inyokern, Calif. The total amount 
originally requested for that station is $14,240,500. This partial restoration of 
authorization is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements of 
the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. The 
language “facilities for aircraft ranges’’ was inadvertently deleted from the bill 
and should be added in any event. It has no relation to the increase in authoriza- 
tion that would be effected by this amendment. 





MILITARY AND NAVAL CONSTRUCTION 141 


On page 26, lines 5 and 6, delete ‘‘Additional magazines and inert storehouses, 
Bangor Annex; $2,634,200” and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘Additional 
storage capacity for inert materials; additional magazines and inert storehouses 
and additional pier facilities, Bangor Annex; $5,668,000.” 

This amendment would restore in part the authorization originally requested 
for Naval Ordnance Depot, Puget Sound, Keyport, Wash. The total amount 
originally requested for that depot is $5,945,600, This partial restoration of 
authorization is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements of 
the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 26, following line 8, insert the following: ‘‘Naval Net Depot, Mel- 
ville, Rhode Island: Additional inert materials storage; $110,000.” 

This amendment would restore in full an authorization contained in the 
original request. Restoration of this authorization is needed in order to meet 
the immediate urgent requirements of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterio- 
ration in the world situation. 

On page 26, line 10, delete ‘‘$1,495,700” and insert in lieu thereof “additional 
high explosive magazines; $1,706,900.” 

This amendment would restore in part the authorization originally requested 
for naval magazine, Port Chicago, Calif. The total amount originally requested 
for that magazine is $2,135,900. This partial restoration of authorization is 
needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements of the Navy in the 
event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 26, following line 10, insert the following: ‘“‘Pennsylvania State College, 
Pennsylvania: Additional facilities for underwater laboratory; $850,000.” 

This amendment would restore in full an authorization contained in the 
original request. Restoration of this authorization is needed in order to meet 
the immediate urgent requirements of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterio- 
ration in the world situation. 

On page 26, line 16, delete “$855,800” and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“water supply and fire protection facilities at Piney Point Torpedo Test Range; 
$1,018,400. 

This amendment would restore in full the authorization originally requested 
for the Naval Gun Factory, Washington, D. C. Restoration of this authorization 
is needed in order to meet the immediate urgent requirements of the Navy in the 
event of a sudden deterioration in the world situation. 

On page 26, line 20, delete ‘‘$714,400’’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘additional 
storage for inert materials; $934,400”. 

This amendment would restore in full the authorization for additional storage 
for inert materials at Naval Ordnance Laboratory, White Oak, Md. It would not, 
however, restore the total authorization originally requested for that laboratory, 
which is $1,885,900. Restoration of this authorization is needed in order to meet 
the immediate urgent requirements of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterio- 
ration in the world situation. 

On page 26, following line 20, insert the following: ““Naval Mine Depot, York- 
town, Virginia: Additional barracks; additional storage for inert materials; addi- 
tional magazines for high explosives; $1,590,600.” 

This amendment would restore in full an authorization originally requested. 
Restoration of this authorization is needed in order to met the immediate urgent 
requirements of the Navy in the event of a sudden deterioration in the world 
situation. 

On page 28, line 10, delete “$119,800” and insert in lieu thereof ‘$630,800’. 

This amendment would increase the authorization for Naval Shipyard, San 
Francisco, to the full amount originally requested. Five hundred and eleven 
thousand dollars of the authorization was eliminated by the House Armed Services 
Committee because of a misinterpretation of the Navy justification book at the 
hearings that there was already outstanding an unfinanced authorization in that 
amount for that shipyard. The full amount of $630,800 is now included in section 
502 with respect to inside continental United States under title IT. 

On page 29, line 18, delete ‘Edgewater, New Jersey’”’ and insert in lieu thereof 
“location undetermined’’ and on line 19, delete ‘$1,375,000’ and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘$8,415,000”’. 

This amendment would increase the authorization for a naval medical supply 
depot to the full amount originally requested. The deletion of the reference to a 
specific location is for the purpose of awaiting the completion of a unified program 
for the fulfilling of the medical depot needs of ail of the services now under study 
by the Department of Defense. Restoration of this authorization is needed in 
order to meet the immediate urgent requirements of the Navy in the event of a 
sudden deterioration in the world situation. 


88605—51——10 
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On page 33, line 5, delete ‘‘4,206,000” and insert in lieu thereof ‘“‘camp for one 
marine regimental combat team; $8,112,340’’. 

This amendment would incorporate an additional authorization for the Naval 
Air Station, Kaneohe, T.H., that was not included in the original request. It has, 
however, been approved by the Bureau of the Budget and by the House Armed 
Services Committee but was not added to the bill. 

On page 35, line 1, following the word “‘temporary”’ insert the words ‘‘or per- 
manent’. 

This amendment is necessary to correct an inadvertent omission in language. 
aa page 35, line 2, delete ‘‘$113,531,800” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$118,688,- 


This amendment would restore in part certain authorization originally re- 
quested for aviation facilities at classified locations. It would not restore in full 
the authorization of $126,362,800 for classified facilities in section 202 of the 
bill as originally requested. 


STATEMENT OF Rear Ap. H. R. Tourser, Unirep States Navy, In Recarp 
To RESTORATION OF CERTAIN DECREASES IN AUTHORIZATION EFFECTED BY 
THE House or REPRESENTATIVES 


As I have mentioned in this presentation, the House adopted the general policy 

of reducing requested authorization to match proposed appropriations, and the 
bill as it now stands, reflects this policy with very few exceptions. 
m In the light of present conditions, the Department of Defense considers that the 
best interests of national defense would be served by restoration of authorization 
for certain projects which the House reduced, and has reeommended amendments 
to H. R. 4914 to this end. In general, these projects would be requested in future 
programs, but we feel we need authorization for them now so that we would not 
encounter costly delays in obtaining appropriations for the projects should world 
conditions suddenly worsen. 

The activities for which these restorations are required fall into five of the classes 
in the Navy’s entire program. Of these, the first is fleet facilities. 


FLEET FACILITIES 


In this class, request for restoration of authorization is made for projects at 
two activities, which will be taken up in order. 


Naval Amphibious Base, Little Creek, Va. 
{H. R. 4914, p. 17, line 13] 


Re Ses We EE ccchpend cnpethoncneen skeveshanses tie este $35, 102, 850 
icc gincinc niece ng en Sasha kn ko w <oting ae wees 6, 176, 880 
 htettrniininn ammcig hegt ced io opens 6 eae pea ee 41, 279. 730 


The mission of this installation, one of two such basis in existence in our armed 
services, is training in amphibious warfare for all branches of the armed services. 
The outbreak of hostilities and the resulting expansion of personnel in the services, 
would require use of this base at full capacity at the earliest practicable time in 
order to provide adequate training in this vital phase of modern warfare. The 
authorization now included in H. R. 4914, as passed by the House, provides for a 
large part of the first increment of augmentation of facilities required to bring the 
base to an acceptable state of readiness. The recommended restoration of 
authorization in the amount of $6,176,880 will insure that at least the facilities 
required as a first step in readying the base for full use can be completed with 
minimum delay in the event that conditions so require. 


Naval Station, Treasure Island, Calif. 
[H. R. 4914, p. 17, line 19] 


Antieortaniinns, FA 2h SOURS nck leone eee nbned aoe wannna $5, 108, 000 
OR SS Ged 6 Ao ie nials ns ohn knepcanacnebanaok> eke ae 4, 000, 
is Widienn etciiinte corbin tis baw ecn had cca sthededns en oho at 9, 108, 000 


This station presently has some 11,000 enlisted men aboard, including tran- 
sients. Present plans contemplate an increase to 20,000 enlisted personnel. 
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Existing barracks are entirely inadequate to accommodate this increase. The 
project for barracks, mess hall, and galley as now authorized in H. R. 4914 will 
only provide for present needs. Additional capacity would be necessary in the 
event of a sudden deterioration of world conditions. The restoration of author- 
ization for this project in the amount of $4,000,000 would permit construction 
of this added capacity to be undertaken with little delay. 


NAVAL AVIATION FACILITIES 


® Naval aviation facilities constitute the second class of activities having projects 
for which restoration of authorization is desired. As you have seen, a major 
portion of the Navy’s 1952 public works program is for expansion and moderni- 
zation of naval aviation shore facilities to enable them to accommodate the aug- 
mented training program and new types of aircraft. Many of the requirements 
are provided for in H. R. 4914. There are, however, facilities at certain activities 
for which authorization has not been granted in H. R. 4914, which would be 
urgently required should increased tension in the international situation necessi- 
tate a rapid expansion of naval air strength. 
w In presenting the requirements for restoration of cuts in authorization for the 
aviation portion of the program, I will divide the activities into three groups: 

1. Those primarily devoted to training. 

2. Those primarily devoted to support of the operating forces. 

3. Those primarily devoted to research and development. 


(1) Aviation training activities 

Any sudden need for increase in size of naval aviation will have its most immedi- 
ate effect in a rapidly expanded training program. To meet this need, there will 
be an urgent necessity for the completion, at the earliest possible date, of the 
facilities which now lack authorization at each of the following activities: 


Marine Corps auxiliary landing strip, Beaufort, S. C., (auxiliary for MCAS, 
Cherry Point) 


{H. R. 4914, p. 18, line 8} 
Authorization, H. R. 4914 ‘ $407, 000 
Reclama 3, 580, 500 


3, 987, 500 


This is one of the two auxiliary fields planned to permit the proper conduct 
of all phases of training for squadrons attached to the Marine Corps Air Station, 
Cherry Point. H. R. 4914 provides only for the construction of ammunition 
and jet fuel storage facilities. It is recommended that restoration of authoriza- 
tion in the amount of $3,580,500 be approved for the specific facilities indicated 
in the justification books. 


Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine 


(H. R. 4914, p. 18, line 12] 
Authorization, H. R. 4914 
Reclama ; 10, 430, 900 


20, 140, 900 


This is the station to be developed as a master jet field for the northeastern 
section of the United States. It is recommended that restoration of authorization 
in the amount of’ $10,430,900 be approved for the specific facilities indicated in 
the justification books, 


Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Cecil Field, Fla. 
(H. R. 4914, p. 18, line 19] 
Deg: Th Se Bees oe ec a ec oe won tn oe concn oun $9, 929, 600 
Reclamation - 11, 188, 000 


21, 117, 600 


Cecil Field is another of the activities being developed as a master jet field- 
It will serve the southeastern section of the country. It is recommended that 
restoration of authorization in the amount of $11,188,000 be approved for specific 
facili‘ies indicated in the justification books. 
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Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, N. C. 


[H. R. 4914, p. 18, line 25) 
Authorization, H. R. 4914 $15, 058, 000° 
Reelamation 13, 168, 900 


28, 226, 900 


This is the only Marine Corps air station on the east coast. It is planned to 
develop Cherry Point into a master jet field to facilitate training of Marine Corps 
pilots in the latest types of aircraft. It is recommended that, restoration of 
authorization in the amount of $13,168,900 be approved for the following: 

(a) Complete extension and strengthening of airfield pavements 

(b) Expansion of electrical plant 


Naval Air Technical Training Center, Memphis, Tenn. 


[H. R. 4914, p. 20, line 2] 


Authorization, H. R. 4914 
Reclama 


This station is the major center for the technical training of both officers and 
enlisted men of the naval air arm. It would be one of the first activities to receive 
an influx of personnel under conditions of emergency expansion. Accordingly it 
is recommended that restoration of authorization in the amount of $11,830,000: 
be approved for the following: 

(a) Barracks and mess facilities for 3,200. 

(b) BOQ (125). 

(c) Utilities. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Miramar, Calif. 


[H. R. 4914, p. 20, line 9] 
Authorization, H. R. 4914 $5, 901, 150 
Reclama 3, 514, 


9, 415, 450 


In the master jet plans, Miramar is the station being developed for the south- 
western section of the United States. Authorization has been provided in H. R. 
4914 for airfield pavements and operational facilities at this location, but is lacking 
for completing personnel housing and the electrical distribution system. Restora- 
tion of authorization in the amount of $3,514,300 is therefore recommended as 
follows: 

(a) Complete barracks and mess hall facilities for 1,250 men. 

(b) Complete electrical distribution system. 


Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Oceana, Va. 


[H. R. 4914, p. 20, line 20] , 
Authorization, H. R. 4914 $12, 810, 000: 
Reclama 8, 367, 500 


21, 177, 500 


In planning the location of the master-jet complexes, the general Norfolk area 
has been selected as the logical point for construction of the master-jet field for the 
central east coast section of the United States. The development of NAAS, 
Oceana, is partially provided for in H. R. 4914. However, authorization is lacking 
for the completion of essential operational, personnel housing, and training facili- 
ties. The recommended restoration of authorization for this station in the 
amount of $8,367,500 is for— 

(a) Completion of airfield pavements. 

(b) Hangar. 

(c) Completion of barracks and mess for 2,250 men. 

(d) Completion of utilities. 

(e) Completion of supply facilities. 

(f) Air intercept training facilities. 

(g) Parking area (auto). 
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Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Fla. 


{H. R. 4914, p. 20, line 25] 
Busporisawon, H.R. 4014. Se aa isha al i aeaceioagi secs races $5, 119, 500 


Reclama . 1, 500, 000 


6, 619, 500 


Pensacola is the headquarters of the Naval Air Training Command, which has 
the responsibility for basic and advanced flight training of all naval pilots. It 
has been selected as a location for a master jet field to permit indoctrination of 
student pilots in the latest type of aircraft. Authorization has been previously 
granted for construction of a major portion of the facilities required; however, an 
operations building and control tower, a line operations building and the neces- 
sary extension of utilities remain unauthorized unless there is restoration of the 
$1,500,000 eut made by the House. These facilities are essential to. the operation 
of the field. 


Naval auxiliary landing strip, Sanford, Maine (auxiliary for Naval Air Station, 
Brunswick) 


{H. R. 4914, p. 21, line 14] 


Authorization, H. R. 4914 $2, 237, 300 
Reclama 


As I have stated earlier, the Naval Air Station, Brunswick, is being developed 
as a master jet field. This auxiliary landing strip at Sanford is a necessary adjunct 
to the Naval Air Station, Brunswick, to provide for all phases of the training pro- 
gram. H. R. 4914 provides for fuel storage and distribution facilities, a control 
tower, and about two-thirds of the required authorization for an 8,000-foot run- 
way. The remainder of the runway, the attendant taxiway, and aircraft parking 
area and ammunition storage facilities require restoration of authorization in the 
amount of $2,100,000 to provide for a complete facility. 


(2) Aviation Support Facilities (Continental) 

There are three major continental air stations which fall into my second cate- 
gory of aviation facilities, i. e., those primarily devoted to the support of the 
operating forces. These are all seaport industrial stations which provide overhaul 
and repair facilities for both ship and shore based carrier groups and squadrons 
and provide logistic support for their operation. Any increase in the training 
program or in operation of fleet aircraft is immediately reflected in an expanded 
workload for stations of this type. Lack of required facilities at these three 
stations would seriously hamper their capacity for rendering effective support 
in the event of sudden need. 

Against this background, I would like to present our recommendation for resto- 
ration of cuts in authorization for these three activities. 


Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Fla. 


[H. R. 4914, p. 19, line 19] 
Authorization, H. R. 4914 $9, 876, 000 
Reclama ; 


12, 756, 000 


In addition to its status as a major seaport industrial station, NAS, Jackson- 
ville, is the only fleet support air station with seaplane facilities in the south- 
eastern area. he capacity to support seaplane operations is essential in con- 
nection with the conduct of antisubmarine warfare training; and the conduct of 
security patrols during periods of tension which might lead to the outbreak of 
hostilities. It is accordingly recommended that restoration of authorization in 
the amount of $2,880,000 be approved for the following items: 

(a) Seaplane ramp. 

(b) Foundry. 

(c) Completion of supply depot space. 
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Naval Air Station, Norfolk, Va. 


{H. R. 4914 p. 20, line 16] 
Dutotieation, 1. Ti. MiG ee a ads yin $9, 955, 200 
Reclama 3, 170, 000 


13, 125, 200 


To provide adequate logistic support and overhaul facilities, it is reeommended 
that authorization in the amount of $3,170,000 be restored for the following 
projects at this activity: 

(a) Completion of additional supply warehouse space. 

(6) Aircraft finishing hangar. 

(c) Jet fuel storage. 


Naval Air Station, Quonset Point, R. I. 
[H. R. 4914, p. 21, line 7] 


Authorization, H. R. 4914 | 
Reclama 2, 579, 500 


The northeastern section of the coast line is of particular importance under 
resent conditions; hence, the availability of complete facilities at NAS, Quonset 
oint, is most necessary. To meet this requirement, it is recommended that 

restoration of authorization in the amount of $2,579,500 be approved for the 
specific items indicated in the justification books. 


Aviation Support Facilities (Overseas) 


Location classified, NAS 


{H. R. 4914, p. 35, line 2] 
Authorization, H. R. 4914 E $113, 531, 800 
Reclama_-_-_-_-____ eee: OSE. SEINE ae ie at ER Ae a 5, 157, 000 


’ 


SOME So so cn sna se bn wdec. no na dae Gelakt alt ape 


In the support category, there is one overseas air activity which is urgently 
required to support present plans. H. R. 4914 provides authorization for only 
a major portion of the runway for the station. Supporting facilities absolutely 
necessary to the operation of the field are not presently included. It is recom- 
mended that authorization be restored in the amount of $5,157,000 for those 
essential items indicated in the justification book. 


(3) Aviation research and development facilities 


In my third category of aviation facilities, those devoted primarily to research 
and development, there are only two activities for which we ask restoration of 
authorization cuts. The first is: 


Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River, Md. 


[H. R. 4914, p. 20, line 23) 
Aebiverinein , Fh. MoGBIA. | os oo ee nw a we eee _..... $4,435,500 
Reclama ... 11,246,200 


15,681,700 


The primary mission of this station is to conduct flight. test trials, accelerated 
field service tests of new aircraft and tests of armament and electronic equipment 
under flight conditions. As you have seen, the change in the characteristics of 
the military aircraft and its equipment in the relatively short time since World 
War II has been enormous. Each new development must be fully evaluated and 
tested before it is accepted and incorporated into the operating forces. To kee 

ace with the rapid changes, additional facilities are required at the NATC, 

atuxent River, the Navy’s major faci.ity for work of this nature. It is accord- 
ingly recommended that authorization in the amount of $11,246,200 be restored 
for the items specifically indicated in the justification books. 

The second research activity is— 
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Naval Air Development Center, Johnsville, Pa. 
[H. R. 4914, p. 19] 


Be ORNRIEOE, Fis BO ON Raha kets nebo ed mes hws cee BGC, oo kia 0 
iin dell eet eh i'n die tnd nenead 0 +2 pbc adres $2, 506, 900 
OUR ee See as PASE Seu t -GOLi See. 6 25606: 900 


At the NADC, Johnsville, the Navy carries on research, design, and develop- 
ment in the fields of aircraft electronics and aircraft armament which is highly 
important to the production of new and improved components in these categories 
of aircraft equipment. The workload of the NADC is rising and chis trend would 
be rapidly accelerated under conditions in increased international tension. We 
therefore recommend partial restoration of the authorization originally requested 
for this activity to provide for those items specifically indicated in the justification 


books. 
MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 


We should now like to take up facilities for the Marine Corps for which we are 
requesting restoration of authorization. In this class of facility, there are only 
two stations for which this request is made. The first is: 


Marine Corps depot of supplies, Albany, Ga. 


|H. R. 4914, p. 22, line 17] 


Pieper ae A Te in $5, 187, 200 
RUIN see fk ak ee ok eee a Ss ee ae a te eae fe ee eae 15, 145, 500 
meee. i EL Ge ee Oe beet soiree. othe arose 20, 332, 700 


The existing Marine Corps supply facilities in the eastern United States are 
incapable of supporting even limited operations in the Atlantic area. Because 
of inadequate facilities for storage, war reserve stocks for support of Marine 
Corps operations are largely now located on the west ¢ ’ 
condition should the need arise for any extensive operations in the Atlantic. 
To remedy this situation, the Marine Corps depot of supplies, Albany, is now 
under construction. H. R. 4914 contains authorization for a portion of the 
facilities not previously authorized, but a large increment of required construc- 
tion is not provided for. In the event of changes in the international situation 
which might require large-scale Marine Corps action in the Atlantic area, it 
would be a most urgent requirement to complete these facilities for logistic 
support of such operations in the shortest possible time. The availability of 
authorization for such completion would materially shorten the time required 
to put the work under contract. It is therefore recommended that authorization 
in the amount of $15,145,500 be restored for the Marine Corps depot of supplies, 
Albany. 

The second Marine Corps activity is: 





Marine Barracks, Camp Pendleton, Oceanside, Calif. 


(H. R. 4914, p. 28, line 10] 


Authorization, H. R. 4914__.._.°__- ber oinds a dees By ced aie, $5, 172, 000 
Reclama.. ee cea 7, 713, 300 
Total (including additional camp facilities) es 32, 598, 000 


The mission of this activity is to provide facilities for training Fleet Marine 
Force units stationed on the west coast. In addition to this training mission, 
Camp Pendleton is to be used as a staging area for troops en route to combat 
operations in the pacific. In the event that action in this theater is expanded, 
there will be large numbers of personnel staging through Camp Pendleton in 
addition to units undergoing training. The availability of an adequate water 
supply where large numbers of personnel are involved is, of course, an absolute 
necessity. Rapid completion of the construction of the required facilities would 
be greatly facilitated by the restoration of authorization requested to complete 
a project for correction of deficiencies in the raw water supply. It is recom- 
mended that restoration of authorization in the amount of $7,713,300 be made 
to provide for the completion of dam and diversion works. 
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STATEMENT OF MAJ, GEN. W. P. T. HILL, USMC, QUARTERMASTER 
GENERAL OF THE MARINE CORPS 


General Hitt. Mr. Chairman, Admiral Thurber has very fully 
covered the Marine Corps public works program as included in H. R. 
4914. This bill as written, will not meet the requirements of the 
Marine Corps. 

The problem of the Marine Corps, gentlemen, is to provide, and 
provide quickly, housing and training facilities for the currently 
authorized strength. The Marine Corps cannot fulfill its mission 
without the facilities of this type which are included in H. R. 4914 
and those items which I am about to describe. 

This authorization bill does not include two emergency projects 
already pending before the Congress (H. R. 3464) which have passed 
the House and are awaiting the action of your committee. Funds are 
included in the appropriation request to cover these items. They are: 
Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Va., temporary emergency housing 
and training facilities, $4,147,000 (p. C3-19-1 of justification book); 
Naval Air Station, Kaneohe, Oahu, Hawaii, camp for one regimental 
combat team, $10,159,600 (p. C6—3-1 of justification book). 

Since H. R. 3464 has not become law and since the two projects 
covered therein are being requested for appropriation in the fiscal 
year 1952 public works proposal, it is recommended that these two 
projects be inserted in H. R. 4914 for the sake of simplicity. 

Due to two increases in the tables of organization of marines to be 
stationed at Kaneohe, two additional increments for Kaneohe con- 
struction have been submitted since H. R. 3464. One in the amount 
of $4,206,000, is included on page 33 of H. R. 4914. The last incre- 
ment, in the amount of $3,906,340 was submitted to the House Armed 
Services Committee after H. R. 4914 was printed. In the hearings 
the committee approved the item and stated that it would be offered 
on the floor of the House as a committee-sponsored amendment. For 
some reason, this was not accomplished. 

Two other projects are in the same category as the last mentioned 
Kaneohe increment. They are: Camp Joseph H. Pendleton, Ocean- 
side, Calif., expansion of field training camp facilities, $19,712,700; 
Marine Corps Training Center, Twenty-nine Palms area, California, 
construction of training facilities for Marine Corps Artillery training, 
an increase from $7,150,000 to $15,435,410. 

The funds for these items have been approved by the Bureau of the 
Budget but not requested of the Congress due to the status of the 
authorization request. 

These latter three items are covered in House committee hearings 
No. 39 on military and naval construction, commencing on pages 
1739 and 1797. I submit now, written and detailed justifications for 
the three new items, for the record. The committee will notice minor 
differences in cost between these justifications and the House com- 
mittee record. These differences are the result of Bureau of the 
Budget.and Defense Department adjustments. 

These projects which are not included in H. R. 4914 are vital to 
the Marine Corps. If they are not accomplished from fiscal year 1952 
funds, there will be marines without a place to live and there will be 
no facilities for long-range artillery and antiaircraft firing on the west 
coast. 
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To accomplish the desired end, the following amendments to H. R. 
4914 are required: 

Page 23, line 6, change amount from ‘$7,150,000” to “$15,435,410”. 

Page 23, line 10, insert after “‘camp’’, the words ‘expansion of field 
training camp facilities’: change the amount from ‘$5,172,000’ to 
“$24,884,700”. 

Page 23, line 16, delete the amount and insert ‘“Temporary emer- 
gency housing and training facilities, $6,646,300”. 

Page 33, line 5, change amount from “$4,206,000” to ‘$18,271,940’. 

Admiral Thurber presented two Marine Corps projects, requesting 
a restoration of authorization which was deleted from H. R. 4914 by 
the House committee. These are: 


Marine Corps Depot of Supplies, Albany, Ga. 
[H. R. 4914, p. 22, line 17] 


Authorization, H $5, 187, 200 
I eS So arson eee are nel a Se eas Se apie nis PE Aeaeik ities al atak ies wit ok 15, 145, 500 


New total 20, 332, 760 


Marine Barracks, Camp Joseph H. Pendleton, Oceanside, Calif. (correction of 
deficiencies in raw water supply) 


Authorization, H. R. 4914___________- Ses 
Reclama : : 7, 713, 300 


New total (including additional camp facilities) 32, 598, 000 


I believe that Admiral Thurber very adequately presented these 
projects, but there are a couple of things I would like to add, with the 
permission of the committee. 

The Albany depot was originally submitted in, and our justification 
book shows, the language of advance planning. We now have the ad- 
vantage of the studies made by the architects and engineeers and 
ourselves. We have prepared a new justification sheet, detailing under 
the ‘Basis of estimate” the items which we actually propose to con- 
struct. These items are in the order of need and we propose to utilize 
any authorization and appropriation to build from the top of the list 
down. We feel it particularly important, at this time, to request that 
the committee take cognizance of this detailed list in order that we may 
feel that is the intent of the Congress that we may build from this list 
rather than possibily being restricted to the earlier list which did 
not reflect our additional planning. I now submit the revised justifica- 
tion for the record. 

The only remark I can add concerning the dam is that the Marine 
Corps considers it to be in the best interest of all concerned if the 
entire dam and diversion works were authorized in advance of starting 
construction. Aside from badly needing the water to be stored by the 
dam, we would be in a rather awkward position to have half a dam, 
then have to shut down and await later authorization, or as a later 
step, have a dam without means of using its contents. 

In closing, Mr. Chairman, I would like to reiterate that the housing 
and training facilities requested by the Marine Corps in this program 
are the barest minimum and are absolutely vital to the Marine Corps 
in executing its mission. The program is so austere, in fact, that there 
will be no housing or training facilities available for the First Marine 
Division if it is withdrawn from combat. I would like to say further, 
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that every project which I have covered here has the approval of the 
Secretary of the Navy, the Secretary of Defense and the Bureau of 
the Budget. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY—CONSTRUCTION PROJECT 
JUSTIFICATION 


INSTALLATION AND LocATION: MARINE Corps Depot oF ORFS ALBANY, Ga. 


Appropria- 
tion fiscal 


Status | Amount | Unfinanced year 1952 


Dena Gentile. 2 5 es a New | $20,332,700 | $20, 332, 700 
seaiei | 20, 000,000 | 18, 500,000 | $23, 687, 200 


Project title 


| Antonia Authorization 








FACTUAL DATA 


Station location.—3% miles east of Albany, Ga. 

Station mission.—To provide storage space, and to function as a supply depot 
in receiving, storing, and issuing all material necessary to support Marine Corps 
forces and establishments east of the Mississippi River and Marine Corps forces 
overseas in the Atlantic Ocean and adjacent areas. 

Initial occupancy.— Not yet occupied. 

Size——To be approximately 3,700 acres. Acquisition has started; status as of 
May 1, 1951, is as follows: Acres 
(a) Property acquired by warranty deed May 1, 1951 2, 965. 15 
(b) Declaration of taking E 
(c) Deeded property 


rs acane 


| Officers pity Enlisted | Civilian | 

adi ES Si a NS a SE |e ee Se eee 

Planning basis _-............--- 56 | 308 | 1, 500 

Present. . j 0 | 0 0 
i 





Authorization required . : $20, 332, 700 
Authorization Public Law 564, 8ist Cong ees _._.... 20,000, 000 
Appropriation fiscal year 1952___ SU SOS Bae, aoe 


BASIS OF REQUIREMENT 


(a) The Marine Corps does not have supply facilities in the eastern United 
States capable of supporting even limited operations in the Atlantic area. Sup- 
porting facilities to meet the logistic requirements of any future operations are 
largely concentrated on the west coast. This is a result of the main effort of 
the Marine Corps in the last war being in the Pacific; the east coast depots 
were merely required to support training activities in the East. Consequently, 
the majority of the war reserve stocks are now located in western United States, 
and must remain there until eastern facilities are established to allow redis- 
tribution. Concentration of stock on the west coast for support of a main 
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effort across the Atlantic is neither efficient nor logical and may well invite 
defeat of forces initially committed. War reserve stocks, to be worth having at 
all, must be located in approximate geographical areas corresponding to fore- 
seeable troop deployment. Further, the stocks should be so located as to permit 
immediate distribution and not subject to delays and disruptions of transporta- 
tion systems attendant to the outbreak of hostilities. 

(b) The status of existing supply facilities on the Atlantic seaboard is: 

1. Depot of supplies, Philadelphia: Manufacturing facilities, publications, 
stock and issue, limited general storage. 

2. Depot of supplies, Norfolk: Engineer storage (limited) and distribution, 
mounting-out area for a peacetime division, forwarding depot for forces in 
the Atlantic but not capable of storing supplies to be shipped. 

3. Supply depot, Camp Lejeune, N. ce Support training activities and 
marine division at Camp Lejeune, stock mounting-out supplies and two 
monthly resupply shipments for a peacetime division. 

(ce) The afore-mentioned supply activities are not capable of expansion to 
provide logistic support to an operation in the Atlantic area, other than the use 
of Norfolk as ashipping depot. Even if it were possible to expand these activities, 
it is not desirable, from a strategic viewpoint, to make large concentrations of 
vital installations directly on the Atlantic seaboard. 


PROJECT DESCRIPTION 


(a) This project covers the first increment of the development of a Marine 
Corps depot of supplies in the eastern United States, including buildings, utilities, 
collateral equipment, and accessory construction, based oa the logistic support 
of the Marine Corps as augmented to meet the Korean situation. 

(b) It is essential that redistribution of war reserve stocks commence as soon 
as possible, and this cannot be initiated until a depot has been established to 
receive those stocks. Upon establishment of the proposed depot, it is planned 
to place material there in the most economical manner possible by: (1) shipping 
stocks from the west coast, mainly by water shipment, as funds and shipping 
become available and: (2) when new procurement is required to replace issues 
made from west-coast stocks to schedule shipment of such new material to the 
proposed eastern United States depot. 

(c) This project is considered essential to permit the Marine Corps to fulfill its 
responsibilities of being ready to carry out war or quasi-war operations. 

(d) Covered storage, barracks, housing, supply schools, administration, 
utilities, and other necessary features are now being designed under A. and E. 
contract NOy—24355. 

(e) The construction project justification shown on pages C3-1, C3-1-l, 
C3—-1-2, C3-1-3, and C3-1—4 of the United States Navy public works proposal 
fiscal year 1952 justification statements of May 28, 1951, does not adequately 
present the scope of the subject project. The language therein and the list of 
buildings given were based on the thinking and preliminary planning when the 
project was first initiated. 

(f) Funds in the amount of $1,500,000 were appropriated in the second supple- 
mental fiscal year 1951 appropriation for acquisition and preparation of site, 
and for architectural and engineering services. Acquisition of the land is 
partially complete and work under A. and E. contract NOy-24355 has started. 

(g) The basis of estimate outlined below represents the construction require- 
ments for the depot of supplies as now developed by the planning done under the 
A. and E. contract. 
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Basis of estimate é Estimated cost 

BE Bi ARETE. esos Sinaia nck notre: anc Sede na oa eae $1, 035, 000 
Site acquisition (approximately 3,700 acres) 265, 000 
Site preparation 
NN cs cn a a a ae eS a le ea Ne ak a es 
Railroad siding and classification yard, including track scales. 
IE SPR a Ra este a i ig vere ie apm pa 
Services (supply school) 
Roads and walks (supply school) 
Covered storage including cold storage (2,000,000 square feet) 
Open storage including lumber shed (3,000,000 square feet) 
One 1,000-man barracks, mess hall and storeroom group 
Laundry 
Administration building 
Security facilities including fire control, firehouses, main gate entrance 

and truck gate entrance 
Heavy equipment garage and service building 
Maintenance shops including locomotive shed, repair shop, paint 

shop, box factory, and parking shed_-_-___.-....-..-.-.--------- 
Cafeteria ‘ 
Dispensaries - - ------- Sicadihaicaerd gon Bik ieee aoe ease ae a tent ae Oa 
Bakery 
eee Se edt ccclaas aati oc OF era ee Sina a aa cack 


Covered storage (1,400,000 square feet) 
Open storage (2,500,000 square feet) 
6 married officers quarters 
10 married enlisted men’s quarters_._.........---------.------.- 165, 000 
Recreation facilities including service club and PX, combination 
PX, theater gym and library and school area combination theater 
and assembly hall 


foe storage (2, 500, 000 square feet) 

Two 1,000-man barracks groups (supply school) 

Two 1-000-man mess halls and galleys (supply school) 

Bachelor officers quarters (depot and supply school) 

Administration and classroom buildings including 11 50-man class- 
rooms and 17 30-man classrooms and a stewards test kitchen 
(supply school) 

4 storeroom buildings (supply school) 

Motor transport shop buildings (supply school)____---~-- i ncaae srdhen 

27 married officers quarters (supply school) ___...._..-.-.---- 1 wetig 

59 married enlisted men’s quarters (supply school) 

Parade grounds (supply ee - 

Parking area (supply school) 


INSTALLATION AND Location: Navan Arr Station, Kaneoue, T. H. 


Project title: Expansion of camp facilities: 
Authorization: 
NN ns cos ee ae eae beh ee cp ache ade en wees 
Amount 
Unfinanced 
Appropriation, fiscal year 1952 


FACTUAL DATA 


Station location.—Latitude 20°27'04’’ north, longitude 157°45’34’’ west. 

Station mission.—To provide facilities for training and housing of Fleet Marine 
Force units stationed on the island of Oahu, T. H. 

Initial occupancy.— Unknown. 


Total acres 


(a) Government-owned 
(b) Leased 
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Strengths 


Officers Enlisted Total 


Planning basis: 
Marine (ground) : ; 6, 606 16, 945 
TMD o) oko ch EN nck cuteeududdnkiedbabehie f 3, 584 14,175 
11, 120 
None 


1 Includes attached Navy personnel. 


PROJECT DESCRIPTION 


(a) This project contemplates the construction of barracks and messing 
facilities for an additional 1,500 men and officers to be billeted at this station, 
and consists of the erection of portable steel buildings for use as barracks, mess 
halls, storehouses, head and shower buildings and similar appurtenant structures, 
facilities, and services. 

(b) The total estimated cost of this project is $3,906,340. The construction 
proposed in this project is shown to be Quonset huts, but it is planned to construct 
buildings of a more permanent nature than Quonset huts, if such construction 
can be obtained within the limitations of the funds requested without reducing 
the number of billets outlined in this project. 


BASIS OF REQUIREMENT 


(a) A project was approved in the second supplemental fiscal year 1951 public 
works program for a partial rehabilitation of this station and included in the 
1952 public works program is a project for construction of new facilities for a 
regimental combat team and a Marine air group. These two projects were 
developed using a personnel allocation based on an over-all strength of 175,000 
marines. It has become necessary to increase the billeting capacity of this 
station by 1,670 billets. There is no other facility under Marine Corps cognizance 
which is capable of housing and training this increased troop strength without 
new construction. 

Basis of estimate 


Item Type of building | Units Cost 


ksi Side dasedudistnbvenetdnes ipbhadatevosenikaot Quonset._. 70 | $450,975 
EE CIT Cn Sinn acta ccesdanesnebcineentiongeiencann sees 13} 180,375 
Bachelor officers’ quarters ee eee 45 | 424,912 
I CRIN cn cme coniiavecsvetensesssccheus ‘ CD Ei isa es ook butlp a 34, 500 
Storehouse : 1 7 . 736 

a: es, 3 | , 958 
..-| Butler aad | , 789 
Grading and excavation gt tet , 856 
TE SOI nx isda daimche arin da dtinys eaten dete | nase Hada | , 142 
Utilities ad wail dias ti ‘ ices saiadiasnkneaas | , 856 
Water storage and distribution eR ede SN Sie hin os 713 
Sanitary facilities. .........- Dicsok . ph call 3, 642 
Electrical distribution ' 34, 714 
Communication system.................----..---.- ai tl side tr we 3, 856 
Headquarters buildings.................- SOeueea deeded uwdud se ane loksen ones 32, 490 
Dispensary 3 a4 . 500 
Dental clinic a bib dbmed teatedinas ee 3, 125 
Rifle ranges... ....--- Fa ae ces och a meer ine oh Te elie 33, 000 
Combat training tank~.__- poe Spanien taal RU udkinccstsblahoore ee emacecn” aan 
Fire-alarm system. - .. dabiad tbe dos baclee 220, 000 
Mock-ups and combat with fais Epa, paced le oy 100, 000 
Contingenices 10 percent i sented ie deshansihiara’s ‘ Scetecast Seen 








Total Bio h wke ie, gst | 3,906, 340 
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Installation and Location: Marine Corps Training Center, Twenty-nine Palms 
area, California. 

Project title: Construction of training facilities for Marine Corps artillery training: 
Authorization: 

Rs re oe a wd oe hel na ne eerie ees Da oie Siena na New 

$15, 435, 410 

Unfinanced 15, 435, 410 
Appropriation: 

Fiscal year 1952 15, 435, 410 


FACTUAL DATA 


Station location.—In San Bernardino County, bounded on the north in general 
by United States Highway 66 and the Santa Fe Railroad main line from Barstow 
to Needles, Calif.; on the south by Joshua Tree National Monuments; on the 
west by the Warrens Well—Lucerne Valley—Newberry Road, and on the east 
by the Sheeps Hold Mountains. Cer. 

Station mission.—To provide field-artillery and antiaircraft-artillery training 
facilities. 

Initial occupancy.— Unoccupied. 

Size.—745,000 acres Government-owned land now under Department of 
Interior. 

Strengths 


Enlisted 


Planning basis 6, 822 
Pr 0 0 


PROJECT DESCRIPTION 


(a) This project provides for the erection of portable steel buildings for use as 
barracks, mess halls, storehouses, head and shower buildings, and’ similar appur- 
tenant structures, facilities, and services necessary to establish an artillery range 
to train approximately 7,234 officers and men in long-range field-artillery firing 
and antiaircraft firing. , 

(b) The total estimated cost of this project is $15,435,410. The construction 
proposed in this project is shown to be Quonset huts, but it is planned to construct 
buildings of a more permanent nature than Quonset huts, if such construction 
can be obtained within the limitations of the funds requested without reducing 
the number of billets outlined in this project. 


BASIS OF REQUIREMENT 


(a) The Marine Corps has no ranges on the west coast of the United States 
that provide adequate facilities for long-range artillery firing or antiaircraft firing. 
The ranges at Camp Joseph H. Pendleton cannot be used when infantry troops are 
in the field inasmuch as these ranges are used for infantry field exercises, and due 
to adjacent roads and town sites the training areas must be used for impact areas. 
Planning for this camp was based on an over-all Marine Corps strength of 175,000 
men. It will be necessary to have an artillery range on the west coast that will 
accommodate 7,234 officers and men instead of the 4,000 originally planned. 
There is no other facility under Marine Corps cognizance which is capable of 
housing and training this increased troop strength without new construction. 


onetime || 
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Basis of estimate 














































1 
Item Type building Unit Cost 

hiatdentel a EES icine pao ee ee 
Dennen Gen MON es os eo ce Cun mie “ON ghee est 69 | $998, 982 
nO hi Seda ik do iii eh kaebbap andes MODs Loin Laide w cteig ARES | 341 | 3,368, 298 
Head and shower celle aa hi ai ea Jentina alla el a Eh le DY 64 | 1,361, 600 
a a a el eg kh minh Lsikamegidccambeti Gat ase ook doen teenie ; 8 211, 600 
Dental clinic... __- Ue a RES RIGS AER aS IRS 2|. 132,250 
Instruction building. - DIC oaks bs ciatce ui geal aidhaaddek ack thea Rt eie acl EE RR “Sen | 22 290, 950 
Post-office buildings. ...............- nid Na eeeas aRdagted DE oakatua hina tle eked 8 | 90, 064 
Headquarters buildings.__................-- se ne ee earns SY eae -at Sane 16 | 199, 264 
— PRA ilk Oke Raed ae one hceaan see ia ee a do ieacnt 52 | 513, 656 
a Nee a poe ee ee rib (40 by 100) .____| 16 | 303,472 
: Mess hal gh alte wins iRd odiodntad (eas wentem een tianen Butler c paca 8 | 1,067, 360 
Grading and excavation....... Use teaaae ck aes SARA be Maen ey ors at aaa eet aee Bites | 368, 000 
% I Sk ass a a ce na cn epee hehe Riuge Sadun pmae’s tan ote 276, 000 
Fi Utilities. _.. OE DLT MEINE EE |. nopaeeses{o>ss yn qe] 
se I MIIEIIN oso cn tose ec cach Cc dames cacvccenionenepans SEA eee 3, 634, 000 
Fs Sanitary facilities. __..._. ueae Ponda OR HE Ae RV Ry RE eaten ped hed =n oecesnl ee 
5 Electrical distribution __........_- j cae GSR lad sing Caen Rae ee oe a ee ae 124, 200 
E Communication system.......___- Bee ee a Ue eR Saran ie SA eB A aed ..| 335, 800 

si | 







. Subtotal Miucditoce Aipcsemedek tanta epiaeataes open. 6p Rose te <5 aes 114, 032, 196 

: Contingencies 10 percent. oe oes ee nee a Na intcetehecccteeeen _| 1,403, 214 

: Total... Papa OSE St 2 Se ane Shag oe Bs 2 ak Sais: & eee a le 
t 










INSTALLATION AND LocaTION: MARINE Barracks, CAMP PENDLETON, OCEANSIDE, 
CaLIrF. 





Project title: Expansion of field training camp facilities: 
Authorization: 








a CT Re LE as at hab lla odictsdoi deel hidacaisabemiaicieaas esloteaales New 
; I ic hie Si in il salah caved bis ak Rcdainses Miskertnc asics os'n cs 
P Unfinanced . __- Sn sar? vote re 
Appropriation, fiscal ye er-anee coc. at ac sre .. 19, 712, 700 







FACTUAL DATA 


Station location.—-Latitude 33°20'00’’ N., longitude 117°20’00’’ W.; extends 
from north of Oceanside to south of San Clemente, Calif. 

Station mission.—To provide facilities for training of Fleet Marine Force units 
stationed on the west coast. 
$ Initial occupan y.—September 25, 1942, as a training base. 
i Size.—Total acres, 124,310.86. 
(a) Government-owned— 124,310.86 (hard 124,150.86, water 160). 




















Strengths 








a j 

ME | | | 

fs | Officers | Enslisted Total 

c ig a a Pk ee re 

Be 

: OI A cc oO ie Se a a ee 6 2 3, 102 42, 050 45, 152 
TOE, SUMMED Ey HONE eck kc Wace sss ss ckes - 1, 436 31, 345 32, 781 












PROJECT DESCRIPTION 






(a) This project contemplates the construction of additional field training camp 
facilities for 13,000 men at various locations throughout the reservation and con- 
sists of the erection of portable steel buildings for use as barracks, messhalls, 
storehouses, head and shower buildings, dispensaries, and similar appurtenant 
Be structures, facilities, and services. 

i. (6) The proposed camp areas have been selected with a view to existing and 
: possible new sources of water as well as the requirements with regard to ranges, 
infiltration courses, and similar training facilities. 

(c) The total estimated cost of this project is $19,712,700. The construction 
proposed in this project is shown to be Quonset huts but it is planned to construct 
buildings of a more permanent nature than Quonset huts, if such construction 
can be obtained within the limitations of the funds requested without reducing 
the number of billets outlined in this project. 
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BASIS OF REQUIREMENT 


(a) The Marine Corps has been planning all billeting requirements for an 
over-all strength of 175,000 marines. It has become necessary to increase the 
billeting capacity at Camp Joseph H. Pendleton by 13,000 spaces. There is no 
other facility under Marine Corps cognizance which is capable of housing and 
training this increased troop strength without new construction. 


Basis of estimate 


Item Units 


(a) Expansion of tent camp 1, 2,000 men: 


Barracks - _- 

Head and shower building 

Ne nr ee Se eae cme 
Dental clinic 

Headquarters building---............-_-_-. sida tinausaat sicahauacsneatbon 
NS ESO Shia is qcalicataialinciaala ss eaageiiae tain a izshiennaibeg lite unteieeioctelanc oid 


I 
Mess and galley : ; 
Grading and excavation !_____..._____- pa a age SS tees 5 crt sts dail ansintbeolieiiaieiaiaael 
Paving and roads! 
Utilities 1 
Water storage and distribution ?_.............._..-.-_..-.-..------- 
Sanitary facilities ? 
nes COR Ge SNE 9. ccccncncunedumsededtbusewawsenenanoe 


(b) Expansion of tent camp 2, 2,000 men: 
Barracks 
Head and shower buildings-___----- 
Ei ndh\. ke ancient ned amine ee 
Dental clinic . 
SEND ENIIINE 6C UGS SS... Col cia dade cee enaniee 
Storehouse ___- 

Do 

Grading and excavation ! 
Paving and roads ! 
Utilities !__ 
Water storage and distribution 2 
Sanitary facilities ? 
Access roads and highway ? 
Electrical distribution 2 
Communication system 


o- 


ER 


SaErBN 
& |8| 823828222 


g 


ak dicts cannes tae astnig eae tanec lines Cae aetena cons : 


(c) Expansion of river crossing camp (33d area), 2,000 men: 
Derracks............ 
Head and shower building 
Post office__.___- 
Nee re cea hed aaiominremnaliie 
deamon 
Dispensary 
Dental] clinic 
Storehouse - - 
Mess hall. 
Grading and excavation ! 
Paving and roads ! 
Utilities! __ 


es _— 
SEEORSRS 
a 
= 


ness 


= 


S83 
= | 8) S88SSSSS2SSeSS= 


Sanitary facilities ?. 

Access roads and highway ? 

Electrical distribution 2 e ‘ 

IRIE SPOR ac creiccedrecmengtiln ~waiion ew ted Aug iiommipmesun die iabseniunic tether he 


SO cida scicotahcta cached sash eeisbce hn ckige alas walkinglad waa acaee 


mot 
BBS 


_ 


§ | 


(d) Coastal area camp, 3,500 men: 
Barracks ; 
Head and shower building 
Dispensary 
Dental clinic : 
Instruction building 
Post office 
Headquarters building 
Storehouse 

Do 
DG detainee abawaes iia lieder ch cogadh Meine tw teenin a-sonscareralde a 


See footnotes at end of table, p. 157. 
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Basis of estimate—Continued 


Item Units Cost 


(d) Coastal area camp, 3,500 men—Continued 
Grading and excavation ! $176, 000 
Paving and roads ! 132, 000 
Utilities ! 176, 000 
Water storage and distribution 2 1, 738, 000 
Sanitary facilities 2. 185, 900 
Access roads and highway ? 1, 372, 800 
Electrical distribution ? " 59, 400 
Communication system 160, 600 


Total ; BEA Tb Et ae i 6, 021, 200 





(e) San Mateo Camp, 3,500 men: 
Barracks 
ee Ne ION TRIN, oo. ov ibn. ws ces cece Sine ao ones : 
Dispensary aie 
Dental clinic. 
Instruction building 
Post office . . 
Headquarters building WSC Ma wdins bhdkok Tudeh Gkkbkkeabes] 
ERE ETS NPE OOD OP A Can ee eee MENS, Pes aoe oi 
72, 400 


Do 
Mess hall. 451, 600 
COTUCND OIG CHOMMURIO AS oo oii dk 8. ck setensehe ccns dia eiews 7 176, 000 
Ne 132, 000 
Utilities '..__. aw tucctat alk eeeiaeree te cake eta 176, 000 
Water storage and distribution ? | 377, 300 
Sanitary facilities ? deus picts 165, 000 
Access roads and highway ? iad ia Mica 165, 000 
pS eo to cowascekaenes eee 50, 600 
Communication system 2 pi aecle 118, 800 


826, 800 
325, 600 
50, 600 
31, 700 
69, 600 
21, 600 
47, 700 
122, 900 


em ho 


00 Boome 


PR on tee en ea a eee Ree ae 3, 381, 200 








Grand total_---. Seca Soo Bea 12, 933, 360 

(f) Training facilities (ranges, infiltration courses, anes S eneieutd : | 5, 000, 000 
Total : : Per eee Bone 17, 983, 360 
Contiagencies oe play wae. sec uae nae i ie de aa eas 1, 779, 340 


Total ‘ ; ; | 19, 7 712, 700 


1 Within area only. 
2 To service area. 


ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


The next class of facilities in the program for which we recommend restoration 
of authorization is ordnance. For the purpose of this presentation, I will devide 
the activities which have projects to be reclaimed into categories according to 
their primary mission—i. e., research, assembly and overhaul, and shipping. 


1. ORDNANCE RESEARCH FACILITIES 


In the first of these categories, research, there are five activities for which we 
request restoration of authorization. As in the case of aircraft, there have been 
radical changes in ammunition types and propellants since World War II. Ade- 
quate research facilities are a necessity in order that we may keep abreast of 
scientific development and ahead of possible enemies. Increases in production 
to meet the requirements of the strained international situation demand that 
research be up to date—so that quantities of obsolescent material are not pro- 
cured in lieu of newer and better armaments. The five stations in question and 
the projects for which authorization is desired are: 


Allegheny Ballistics Laboratory, Cumberland, Md. 


{H. R. 4914, p. 25, following line 9] 
Authorization H. R. 4914 0 
Reclama $383, 900 


The Allegheny Ballistics Laboratory has as a primary mission research and 
development of explosives. Present facilities are inadequate to support the re- 
quirements for research and development work involving guided missiles, boosters, 
and cast double-base powder. We are requesting restoration of authorization in 
the amount of $383,900 to provide the additional needed plant facilities. 


88605-——-51——-11 
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Naval Ordnance Plant, Indianapolis, Ind. 


[H. R. 4914, p. 25, following line 23) 


Authorization, H.R. 4914 
Reclama 


This plant has as a part of its mission research and development in aircraft 
fire control systems. It is planned to assign the Naval Ordnance Plant, Indian- 
apolis, the task of integrating the components supplied by various manufacturers 
into acceptable electronics fire control systems. Proper performance of this task 
requires an electronics laboratory. It is therefore recommended that restoration 
of authorization in the amount of $357,500 be approved for the construction of 
electronics laboratory. 


Naval Ordnance Test Station, Inyokern, Calif. 


{H. R. 4914, p. 26, line 3] 
Authorization, H. R. 4914 $4, 045, 600 
Reclama 3, 085, 500 


Totehis ....-. ; , 7, 131, 100 


In the conduct of research and development of ordnance and ordnance test 
equipment, Naval Ordnance Test Station, Inyokern, plays a major role for all 
services. Particular stress is placed on research in the fields of rockets and guided 
missiles and aviation and underwater ordnance. Included in these research 
activities may be studies of countermeasures for the weapons being developed, 
as in the case of guided missiles. In order to insure the availability of complete 
facilities for this important work as occasion demands, it is recommended that 
authorization be restored the projects enumerated in the justification book. 


Pennsylvania State College, Pa. 
[H. R. 4914, p. 26 following line 10] 


Authorization, H. R. 4914 
Reclama. -___-_- 


The next activity in the category of ordnance research facilities is Pennsylvania 
State College. Here we are requesting that authorization be restored for the 
provision of additional facilities for an underwater laboratory by extension to an 
existing building. This facilitv is important in connection with the antisub- 
marine warfare program and will be used for research and development of under- 
water ordnance, particularly torpedoes. The nature of the work will be in the 
realm of theoretical and experimental studies in accoustics, electronics, and 
mechanics in connection with torpedo control systems. The assigned workload 
is in excess of the capabilities of the present staff and facilities. To provide for 
expansion to meet increased requirements, it is recommended that authorization 
in the amount of $850,000 be restored for additional facilities for underwater 
laboratory: 


Naval Ordnance Laboratory, White Oak, Md. 


[H. R. 4914, p. 26, line 20) 
Auttiorisstion “HAR. 4914 eo ee eee 
Reclama__-_ poe sao) PRA. Sa 


oe... 


The NOL, White Oak, the last activity in the ordnance research category, has 
the mission of conducting research, design, development and testing of fuzes, 
mines, depth charges, etc. It is necessary, in orcer to prevent deterioration by 
exposure to weather, that adequate storage be provided for the inert components of 
these munitions. Existing storage capacity for these components is approaching 
saturation and any augmentation of the program will overload it. Accordingly, 
it is recommended that authorization in the amount of $220,000 be approved for 
additional storage for inert materials. 
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_2. ORDNANCE OVERHAUL AND ASSEMBLY FACILITIES 


In this category or ordnance overhaul and assembly facilities, there are five 
activities for which we are requesting restoration of authorization cuts. The 
scheduled production of ammunition and ammunition components will require an 
increasing operational level at these activities, where manufactured components 
are integrated into complete munitions, and munitions or components which have 
been in storage or salvaged are overhauled for use. Any augmentation of the use 
of munitions would be immediately reflected in an increased load on these activi- 
ties. It is therefore recommended that authorization be restored as noted for 
the following activities: 


Naval Ammunition Depot, Hingham, Mass. 
{H. R. 4914, p. 25 following line 21} 


Authorization, H. R. 4914_- Si re eae g 0 
Reclama____- Se eae a4 $462, 000 


This station has as its primary mission the storage of ammunition and com- 
ponents, however, there is an extensive ammunition reconditioning and rocket 
loading operation now being condusted at Hingham. In the light of the possi- 
bility of still further augmentation of not only the storage requirements, but also 
the ammunition overhaul and rocket loading program, it is recommended that 
restoration of authorization for the two projects listed here in the justification 
book. 

Naval Net Depot, Melville, R. J. 


(H. R, 4914, p. 26 following line 8} 
Authorization, H. R. 4914___. : : < 0 


Neoware. 2. oe r M _.... $110, 000 


The mission of this station is to assemble, preserve, store and issue net and 
boom materials. These are vital elements in the protection of harbors against 
submarine or torpedo-boat attack. There would be an immediate requirement 
for increased assembly and issue of these items were the situation to deteriorate 
to the point where enemy submarine or small-surface-craft attack on our harbors 
becomes a possibility. In view of this fact, it is reeommended that authorization 
in the amount of $110,000 be restored for additional inert material storage. 


Naval Gun Factory, Washington, D. C., (Piney Point Annex) 
[H. R. 4914, p. 26, line 16] 
Authorization, H. R. 4914- Bs $855, 800 
SG S's c'est cao ee a : ; 162, 600 


1 Mae Raped te gyn oe b aS + ee 


The Piney Point Annex to the Naval Gun Factory has the mission of testing 
torpedoes after assembly and overhaul. Augmentation of water supply and fire 
protection facilities is required to bring this annex up to an acceptable standard 
in this respect. The present situation would be aggravated in the event that an 
increase in use of torpedoes required expansion of the testing program. It is 
recommended that authorization be restored for water supply and fire protection 
facilities at Piney Point torpedo testing range. 


Naval Mine Depot, Yorktown, Va. 
[H. R. 4914, p. 26 following line 20} 
Authorization, H. R. 4914_- 0 
Reclama____- ‘ iis _... $1, 590, 600 


The mission of the mine depot calls for maintenance of the basic stock, storage, 
maintenance, overhaul, assembly and test of underwater ordnance of all kinds. 
It is evident that any suddenly increased use of these weapons by the operating 
forces would create a heavy load on the depot, and would necessitate rapid aug- 
mentation of personnel and storage facilities. In order to facilitate this expansion, 
should it become necessary, it is recommended that authorization be restored for 
the following projects: 

(a) Additional barracks capacity for 500 men. (Existing capacity is 200; 
present allowance, 485; anticipated maximum 1,270.) 

(b) Additional storage capacity for inert materials (two inert warehouses). 

(c) Two additional magazines for high explosive storage. 
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3. ORDNANCE SHIPPING FACILITIES 


We now come to the last category of ordnance facilities, i. e., those whose 
primary mission is issue of munitions to the operating forces. In this category, 
there are two activities which have projects for which we are requesting restoration 
of authorization. The availability of facilities for assembly for shipment and 
shipment of ammunition is an urgent requirement in the event of sudden increases 
in the use of these materials by the operating forces. It is therefore considered 
necessary that the facilities at these two activities be authorized so as to commence 
construction with the least possible delay in case the need arises. The stations 
and projects at each are: 


Naval Ordnance Depot, Puget Sound, Keyport, Wash, 


Authorization, H. R. 4914_______- Salk os aa ck scsaticl ay es A scipiain adic mas $2, 634, 200 
ES ir ES te Sade et page ged wet ei 3 Sees te oe ‘i... ee ee 
NS 6 ci Ciinn ks cede acti mdsnid Bos. ah ee ee 5, 668, 000 


This station has as its mission the issue of torpedoes and torpedo components 
and their ranging and testing. Its annex at Bangor maintains basic stocks of 
ammunition, assembles and overhauls materials, and provides outloading facilities 
for the Department of Defense for Pacific forces. Existing ammunition facilities 
at the Bangor annex are required to support the increase in the operating forces 
in the Pacific. Additional storage capacity for inert torpedo components and 
materials is required in order to continue the present program for proof-testing 
torpedoes being readied for fleet issue if damage to these components due to 
exposure to weather is to be avoided. In view of the possibility that increased 
ammunition outloading facilities and torpedo availability may be required, it is 
recommended that restoration of authorization for the following projects be 
approved: 

(a) Additional pier facilities at Bangor annex. 
(b) Additional storage capacity for inert materials. 


Naval Magazine, Port Chicago, Calif. 
{H. R. 4914, p. 26, line 10] 





Authoriaation, Ti: 3; 4914.2. 2 oo od eid DN ca Seta Te os _.. $1, 495, 700 
Resta. fis) Soest iwietk e ck Senet ee seis 2 cakes acta 211, 200 
SN SN a sa tele a & dhiclbsttise asst 5 ag 


This activity acts as an overseas trans-shipment point for Armed Forces ammu- 
nition. It receives and issues ammunition for the operating forces. The in- 
creased activity at this station, in the performance of its mission as the principal 
ammunition outloading port for the west coast for the three services, is requiring 
the use of all existing high-explosive magazines. Any further augmentation of 
existing requirements would require unsafe storage for high explosives in the open 
or in unsuitable buildings. It is therefore recommended that restoration of 
authorization be provided for additional high-explosive magazines. 


MepicaL FaciLities 


The last class of facilities for which we are requesting restoration of authoriza- 
tion is naval medical facilities. There is only one activity in this class for which 
we are requesting this restoration. 

Naval Medical Supply Depot, location undetermined 


[H. R. 4914, p. 29, line 19] 


Beton Te: Rae ot ee rio cies oer. ee $1, 375, 000 
PEON rhe Ses ne ea Sa Sea ns el se ala tie enn A aia 7, 040, 000 
cg, Sitch LEE IR SA APE Nas ied 12 Sap Raa a kno SARS ag need OL AS pm a 8, 415, 000 


A portion of the authorization required to make this activity fully effective is 
included in H. R. 4914. Any increase in the number of casualties experienced 
as a result of unfavorable changes in the world situation would be immediately 
reflected by greatly expanded requirements for issue of medical supplies from 
this depot. It is considered only prudent to request authorization for completion 
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of the required facilities in order that construction may proceed with as little 
delay as possible should world conditions take a turn for the worse. It is there- 
fore recommended that restoration of authorization in the amount of $7,040,000 
be approved for the following items: 

(a) Site preparation. 

(b) Storage and office building. 

(c) Inflammable storage. 

(d) Utilities, 

(e) Collateral. 

(f) Moving stores. 

This concludes the presentation of items in the Navy’s public works program 
for the fiscal year 1952 for which we are requesting restoration of authorization 
cuts made by the House. 

A summarization of these reclamas is furnished the committee for ready reference, 
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Reclama of certain authorization cuts made by the House Armed Services 
Committee 





Total au- | New au- 
Authoriza- | Authoriza-| Authori- | thorization | thorization 

Project location and description tion original) tion status zation desired budgeted 
request H, R. 4914 reclama | fiscal year | fiscal year 





1952 1952 
Fleet facilities, continental: 
NAB, Little Creek, Va.: Develop- 
ment of facilities ‘for amphibious 
iii es i hae | tn $41, 176, 880 |$35, 000, 000 | $6, 176, 880 |$41, 176, 880 | $35, 000, 000 
Naval station, Treasure Island, Calif.: 
Barracks, galley, and mess hall_..._.| 9, 108,000 | 5,108,000 | 4,000,000 | 9, 108, 000 5, 108, 000 
idea. nsdn dk hake upomee 50, 284, 880 | 40, 108,000 | 10, 176, 880 | 50, 284,880 | 40, 108, 000 
SSS EES STS] _ ——EeEEEo=E—E—eSSS 
Aviation facilities, continental: 
Marine a auxiliary landing oe 
Beaufort, 8. C. (auxiliary for MCA 
Cherry Point): Additional aviation 
TENE ass tictiaedenc :sscitatltn hens <A euaies 3, 987, 500 407,000 | 3,580,500 | 3, 987, 500 407, 000 
NAS, Brunswick, Maine: Master jet 
field develo ment seiehdhctinitte io Fe ah nd 20, 140,900 | 9,710,000 | 10, 430,900 | 20, 140, 900 9, 710, 000 
NAAS, Cecil Field, Fila.: Develop- 
ment of master jet field ata ias i Bi at 21,117,600 | 9,920,600 | 11, 188,000 | 21, 117,600 9, 929, 600 


MCAS, Cherry Point, N. C.: Devel- 


opment to sup a operations....| 26, 268,900 | 13, 100,000 | 13, 168,900 | 26, 268,900 | 13, 100, 000 
NAS, Jacksonville, Fla.: Additional 

aviation facilities’ ......-_......--- 9, 126,000 | 6,246,000 | 2,880,000 | 9, 126,000 6, 246, 000 
NADT, Johnsville, Pa,: Research 

and development and supporting 


CII ii oii is ids Sbetbinbhon 5, 112, 250 0 | 2,506,900 | 2, 506, 900 0 
NATTC, Memphis, Tenn.: Addi- 

tional aviation facilities .............- 13, 330,000 | 1, 500,000 | 11, 830,000 | 13,330, 000 1, 500, 000 
NAAS, Miramar, Calif.; Develop- 

ment of master jet fileld..............} 7,216,450 | 3,702,150 | 3,514,300 | 7,216,450 3, 702, 150 
NAS, Norfolk, Va.: Additional avia- 

Macrae 13, 125, 200 | 9,955,200 | 3,170,000 | 13, 125, 200 9, 955, 200 
NAAS, Oceana, Va.: Development of 

CORNET WO TN 6 occ cokcdcnesdoveens 21, 177, 500 | 12, 810, 000 8, 367, 500 | 21, 177, 500 12, 810, 000 


NATC, Patuxent River, Md.: Addi- 

tional research and development and 

test facilities, operational facilities 

and supporting utilities_............. 15, 681, 700 4, 435, 500 | 11, 246, 200 | 15, 681, 700 4, 435, 500 
NAS, Pensacola, Fla.: Additional de- 

velopment of jet training field (Fort 


Ds c:tuknecdbtdkes svenkenance 1, 500, 000 0 1, 500, 000 1, 500, 000 0 
NAS, Quonset Point, R. L: Addi- 
tional aviation facilities... ......... 9, 966,000 | 7,386,500 | 2,579,500 | 9, 966, 000 7, 386, 500 


Navalauxiliary landing strip, Sanford, 
Maine (auxiliary for NAS Bruns- 
wick): Additional aviation facilities..| 4,337,300 | 2,237,300 | 2,100,000 | 4,337,300 2, 237, 300 
Marine Corps facilities, continental: 
oot Albany, Ga.: Depot facilities_| 20,332,700 | 5, 187, 200 | 15, 145, 500 | 20, 332, 700 5, 187, 200 
Camp Pendleton, Oceanside, 
Most: Correction of deficiencies in 


raw water supply.......-...........- 7, 713, 300 0| 7,713,300 | 7,713,300 0 
BOG in tdecp cots tccebicnaddncdcawens 28, 046,000 | 5, 187, 200 | 22, 858, 800 | 28, 046, 000 5, 187, 200 
——— 


Ordnance facilities, continental: 
Allegheney Ballistics Laboratory, 
Cumberland, Md.: Plant facilities... 383, 900 
NAD, Hingham, Mass. : 
Improvements to structures and 


B 
s 
& 
5 


i Rk 242, 000 0 242, 000 242, 000 0 
Additional inert material storage _-. 220, 000 0 220, 000 220, 000 0 
NOP Indianapolis, Ind.: Electronics 
I eae Ladino gai as aanak 357, 500 0 357, 500 357, 500 0 
NOTS, eecdiiera. Calif.: 
Test OR hoo wld whe siren 330, 000 0 330, 000 330, 000 0 
Range for development and assess- 

ment of aircraft fire control sys- 

I ia oie nn ce csintiinlk ahiaibdi a mete 334, 300 0 344, 300 344, 300 0 
Aviation ordnance test building...| 1, 430, 000 0} 1,430,000 | 1, 430,000 0 
Heavy-duty repair a cc spanichin saegaa 431, 200 0 431, 200 431, 200 0 
Additional are material storage __ 550, 000 0 550, 000 550, 000 0 

Penn State College: Additional facili- ‘ 
ties for underwater laboratory - ...... 850, 000 0 850, 000 850, 000 0 
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Reclama of certain authorization cuts made by the House Armed Services 
Committee—Continued 


Total au- New au- 
Authoriza- | Authoriza-| Authori- | thorization | thorization 
Project location and description tion original) tion status zation desired budgeted 
request H. R. 4914 reclama = i 


Ordnance facilities, continental—Con. 
NOD, Puget Sound, Keyport, Wash.: 
Additional pier facilities at Bangor 
$2, 813, 800 $2, 813, 800 | $2, 813, 800 
Additional storage capacity for 


imett Mintetidis 220, 000 220, 000 220, 000 
NND, Melville, R. LL: Additional 
inert materials storage.._._._______- 110, 000 110, 000 110, 000 
Naval Magazine, Port Chicago, Calif.: 
Additional high explosive magazines. 211, 200 211, 200 211, 200 
NGF, Washington, D. C.: Water 
supply and fire protection facilities 
at Piney Point torpedo testing 


range____ : 162, 600 162, 600 162, 600 
NOL, White Oak, Md.: Additional 
storage for inert materials 220, 000 220, 000 
NMD, Yorktown, Va.: 
Additional barracks capacity for 


, 265, 000 , 265, 000 

Additional storage capacity for 
inert materials 220, 220, 000 220, 000 
Two additional magazines for 
high-explosive storage , 600 | 105, 600 105, 600 | 





} 10, 467, 100 | 10, 467, 100 
Medical facilities, continental: Naval | 
medical supply depot: Construction of | 
es see _..| 8,415,000 | $1,375,000 | 7,040,000 | 8,415,000 | $1,375, 000 
Aviation facilities overseas: Location 
classified; aviation facilities | 12, 157, 000 7,000,000 | 5, 157,000 | 12, 157,000 7, 000, 000 








! 1 





Chairman Russe.u. How did you arrive at this request for restora- 
tion, Admiral? Who passed on that to determine which items you 
would request a resubmission of and those that you could carry over 
safely to a subsequent authorizing legislation? 

Admiral Tuurser. That was very carefully screened by the Navy 
Department’s Shore Station Development Board of which I am the 
senior member. The proposed screening was presented to the Chief 
of Naval Operations and the Secretary of the Navy for his approval, 
and discussed with the Secretary of Defense, who gave a general 
blessing to the entire project of restoration. 

Chairman Russet. I do not suppose you went back to the budget 
inasmuch as they had cleared all of your original requests? 

Admiral ToursBer. No, sir; it was unnecessary. 

Chairman Russeiut. And inasmuch as these various boards and 
advisory bodies that were established had approved them originally 
they were not resubmitted to any such group as that? 

Admiral Tuurser. No, sir. The Shore Station Development Board 
framed the original program and they screened out certain things for 
restoration that they could not defer, in their opinion. 

Chairman Russe.tu. Did the Navy have the benefit of hearings 
before these boards of experts, like the Army did? You heard the 
testimony here yesterday on the Army; did you not? 

Admiral THurBer. We were not as thoroughly examined as the 
Army and Air Force, but our projects were looked at with a list and 
description justification. 

Chairman Russeiu. Who took that look? 

Admiral TuurBer. Mr. Madigan and Hennesy and his group. 
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Chairman Russetut. The same group that was referred to here 
yesterday? 

Admiral THurser. They went over our justification books which 
you have in the room there, in some detail. Admiral Jelley were you 
brought in by them at all? 

Admiral Jetuey. You will recall that hearing we had in the De- 
partment of Defense. 

Admiral Tuurser. Yes. 

Admiral Jetury. Where the Bureau of the Budget representatives 
and the Defense representatives, plus Messrs. Madigan and Hennesy 
and the other chaps—and Madigan particularly asked quite a few 
questions as far as construction features were concerned. 

Admiral THurser. But not as great an effort was put on the Navy. 

Admiral Jevury. I think that is correct. 

Chairman Russe.u. Well, unless you have something else, Admiral, 
I think we will take a recess here and get this record printed up. We 
may have to call you back up here at some later date on some specific 
items of the bill, particularly those where you are requesting restora- 
tion. 

If that concludes the formal presentation of the Navy, why, we will 
take a recess at this stage, and we will reconvene at 10 o’clock to- 
morrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 1 p. m., the committee recessed to reconvene on 
Wednesday, August 29, 1951, at 10 a. m.) 
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{WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 29, 1951 


Unrrep Srates SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 

The committee met, pursuant to recess, at 10 a. m., in room 212, 
Senate Office Building, Senator Richard B. Russell (chairman) 
presiding. 

Present: Senators Russell, Hunt, Stennis, Bridges, and Saltonstall. 

Also present: Mark H. Galusha of the committee staff. 

Chairman Russe.u. The committee will come to order. 

This morning we will hear the presentation of the Department of 
the Air Force testifying on the public works projects that are con- 
tained in H. R. 4914. 

We are glad to have the Secretary of the Air Force with us. 

Mr. Secretary, you may proceed. 


STATEMENT OF THOMAS K. FINLETTER, SECRETARY OF THE 
AIR FORCE; ACCOMPANIED BY JOHN A. McCONE, UNDER 
SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE; MAJ, GEN, PATRICK W. TIM- 
BERLAKE, DIRECTOR OF INSTALLATIONS, DEPUTY CHIEF OF 
STAFF, MATERIEL; BRIG. GEN. COLBY M. MYERS, DEPUTY 
DIRECTOR OF INSTALLATIONS; BRIG. GEN. RALPH 0. BROWN- 
FIELD, DEPUTY DIRECTOR FOR PROGRAMING OFFICE, DIREC- 
TOR OF INSTALLATIONS; COL. HAROLD R. MADDUX, ASSIST- 
ANT FOR AIR BASE PROGRAMING, DEPUTY CHIEF OF STAFF, 
OPERATIONS; AND J. R. GIBBENS, INSTALLATIONS DEPART- 
MENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


Secretary Fintetrer. Mr. Chairman and members of the com- 
mittee, in our original presentation of this program to the House 
Armed Services Committee, the Air Force requested a public works 
authorization of $3.58 billion as contained in H. R. 4524 (and S. 1708) 
for fiscal year 1952. The revised bill, H. R. 4914, was passed by the 
House on August 16, 1951, and contains an authorization for the Air 
Force of $3.54 billion. The $40.8 million reduction in authorization 
represents a $2,178,200 reduction on training facilities, $325,000 re- 
duction on research, development, and test facilities, a $5,000,000 
reduction on other construction throughout the United States and a 
tentative reduction of $33,315,000 for a base to sustain two of our 
troop carrier wings. This tentative reduction was made because of 
the question on the location of this base which was to be the Raleigh- 
Durham Airport in North Carolina. The House subcommittee, 
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headed by Mr. Kilday, has recommended approval of the original 
site chosen by the Air Force, that is, Raleigh-Durham, and I want to 
ask this committee to reinsert the authorization for this troop carrier 
base. 

Chairman Russeti. Why do you refer to it as a tentative reduction? 
I thought the House cut that out completely. 

Secretary Frnuerrer. I suppose that is wishful thinking, Mr. 
Chairman, because I am going to ask this committee to restore it. 

I think it was tentative in this sense, in that there was no objection 
to the existence of a base. The question was, which of three bases 
should be utilized. There was opposition to Raleigh-Durham based 
on representations of people from Raleigh-Durham. 

The Air Foree wanted Raleigh-Durham because of the better 
facilities for housing there. The matter was heard before the whole 
subcommittee of the House, and then there was a further hearing on 
it by a subcommittee, which finally recommended approval of the 
original site recommended by the Air Force. 

hairman RussetL. You mean the people in the Raleigh-Durham 
communities did not wish this installation? 

Secretary Finterrer. There were some people—— 

Chairman Russe.ti. Who were opposed to having it. 

Secretary Fintetrer. There were some people who were opposed, 
Mr. Chairman; but, as I say, the House subcommittee, having a special 
hearing on the question of this base, came up with a recommendation 
to approve the Air Force request for the original site. 

The vote on that was 

General Timper.ake. I think it was four to two, sir. They filed a 
minority report. 

Senator, could I clear up the question you asked? You asked a 
question on that. It was not that Raleigh-Durham did not want us 
there, sir; it was that two other communities were in competition that 
wanted us at their particular locations. 

Chairman Russauu. How did the selection of this site get into the 
hands of a subcommittee? I thought the Department selected the 
sites. 

Secretary Frnterrer. The Department did select the site, and 
made the recommendation of Raleigh-Durham, but that was contested 
before the committee, as General Timberlake has said, by these 
two other localities that thought it would be better there. 

They made the point, as I understand it, that it would be cheaper to 
have it at these other locations. The Air Force did not feel that their 
view was correct because of the lack of housing facilities at the two 
other locations. Then the matter was fought out in the subcommittee 
and, finally, the recommendation of the Air Force was adopted, but 
it was, nevertheless, a tentative reduction, as I understand it, General 
Timberlake, in the final figure. 

General TimBer.Lake. Yes, sir. They withheld it and did not 
include it in the bill that passed the House. 

Chairman Russe... All right. 

Secretary Fin.tetrer. So the record on that stands that there is a 
tentative reduction by the committee with a subsequent action by the 
committee approving an original site, and the Air Forcee—— 

Chairman Russe.u. The full committee, after they had reported 
this bill, and after its passage in the House, took formal action approv- 
ing the Raleigh-Durham site? 
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Secretary Finuterrer. Yes; that is correct. 

General TimBeRLAKE. I do not believe that is correct, sir. Mr. 
Vinson was out of town, and the Kilday committee made their report, 
sir, and we do not know what action the full committee intends to 
take, sir. 

Chairman Russe.v. The full committee has not then passed on 
this issue? 

General Timpertake. As far as I could find out from the com- 
mittee staff. 

Secretary Finuerrer. On the other hand, I think it should be 
pointed out that all of the hearings were before the Kilday committee, 

General TiMBERLAKE. Before the full committee. 

Secretary Finterrer. With Mr. Kilday presiding. 

General TimBEeRLAKE. Mr. Vinson. 

Chairman Russe.tu. And you went into this matter in some detail 
before the full committee when the bill was pending? 

Mr. McConr. Yes, sir; in very great detail. 

Chairman Russe... All right. 

Secretary Finuterrer. And the committee which heard it reserved 
decision and appointed a subcommittee to consider the matter and 
the subcommittee came out with an approval of the Air Force request 
for the Raleigh-Durham site. 

Mr. McCone. That is right, with a vote of 4 to 2, a minority report 
being filed by two members dissenting. 

Secretary FinLetrer. So the issue, as I see it, Mr. Chairman, is as 
to which of the three sites should be adopted. It is not a question of 
an attack on the existence of a site there. The question is which site. 

Chairman Russe.. I see. 

Secretary Finuterrer. The Air Force is, therefore, presently re- 
questing a public works authorization of $3.57 billion for fiscal year 
1952. The Air Force is asking for an appropriation of $2.4 billion to 
carry out this authorization in the same year. 

Almost without exception, the difference between $2.4 billion of 
appropriations, and the $3.57 billion of authorizations, represents 
expenditures to complete projects outlined in the $2.4 billioa. In 
other words, it will be necessary to spend the $3.57 billion to complete 
the projects undertaken within the $2.4 billion. 

I would like to say a word about the difference between the amounts 
requested for authorization and appropriation. 

The Air Force believes that, with minor exceptions, the entire 
$3.57 billion of authorizations could be obligated within the fiscal 
year 1952. However, in the various screenings which took place 
within the Department of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget, 
and in the interest of spreading the impact of the program over a 
longer period than 1 year, it was decided to request only $2.4 billion of 
appropriations during the fiscal year 1952 instead of the whole amount 
of $3.57 billion. 

A portion of this difference between the authorizations and appro- 
priations is made up by a request for authorization for construction 
at the installations to which this committee and the House Committee 
on Armed Services gave approval in February of this year. The 
committee will remember that the committee approved the following 
installations: Bryan, Camp Shoemaker, Connally, Keesler, Lackland, 
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Pinecastle, Randolph Sampson, San Marcos, Sheppard, Wichita, and 
two classified projects. 

However, these installations have been made the subject of an 
appropriation by the Congress, and it is therefore necessary, I believe, 
to have them included within this authorization bill which we hope 
will be approved by the Congress. 

Furthermore, it is desirable that we have authorization beyond our 
current request for appropriation as a matter of timing. As I said, 
the entire amount of the authorization is needed, and even more 
than that is needed, for the 95 wing program. I am hoping that 
decisions will be made within the Defense Establishment which will 
enable us to proceed more rapidly with out spending of the entire 
$3.57 billion, for since our original presentation of this program to 
the House Armed Services Committee, the necessity has arisen for 
increasing our appropriations request by over $200 million to meet 
requirements which cannot be postponed. I would, therefore, like 
very much to have the approval of this committee as to the author- 
izations in order that we may move promptly with the appropriations. 

It is the $3.57 billion then, the authorized amount, which must be 
examined in order to determine the validity of the Air Force’s program. 

Let me say a few words about this program. 

The $3.57 billion will support only the 95-wing program and then 
only on an austerity basis. The $3.57 billion does not represent any 
installations for forces over 95 wings, nor does it include any mobili- 
zation potential. 

Chairman Russett. What do you mean by that? Does it mean 
increasing the Air Force or what? 

Secretary Frnterrer. What I mean is the entire amount of the 
authorization of $3.57 billion is intended to house and enable the 95- 
wing force to operate. There is nothing over and above that. Specif- 
ically there are—— 

Chairman RussEeL_Lt. What does ‘‘mobilization potential’? mean? 

Secretary FinLetrer. What I meant by “mobilization potential”’ 
is, Mr. Chairman, that the mobilization potential would be a base or 
an overseas base which we did not need for the 95-wing program, but 
which would be available in the event of an all-out mabilisetion or an 
increase in the size of the force, and there is none of that in the Air 
Force program. 

Chairman Russe__t. What confused me was that it seemed to me 
that 95 wings or any increase above that would include mobilization 
potential, as well as bases for the increased wings——- 

Secretary FInLetrer. Yes. 

Chairman Russe. (continuing). To organize and train them. 

Secretary Finterrer. Yes. A move over 95 wings would require 
additional public works. We have no reserve here which we could 
utilize to take care of increases over the 95 wings in the program which 
we are presently submitting to you, sir. 

I have some hesitation in recommending this program. I believe 
that it is open to the charges (1) that it is phased over too long a time, 
and that an amount equal to the requested authorization should be 
spent within fiscal year 1952; and (2) the amount of the authorization 
should be increased. 

However, I do recommend the program to this committee with the 
understanding that in all likelihood when the pending review of Air 
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Force needs for 1953-54 is completed, it may be necessary to request 
additional authorizations and appropriations for public works for the 
Air Force. 

The amount we are requesting for public works is large. It there- 
fore must be carefully scrutinized. Po understand the program, we 
must relate these public works, to the uses to which they are going to 
be put. 

It is important to understand that all of these installations are 
intended to serve the three basic end products of the Air Force— 
namely, the strategic air operation, the air defense operation, and the 
tactical air operation. To be sure, there are many other operations 
of the Air Force which are served by these installations, but all of 
these other functions are support functions. They are all in aid of 
the three front-line operations of the Air Force to which I have 
referred. 

When, therefore,. we look at these requests for bases we must 
examine any proposed reduction in relationship to the effect that it 
would have on the first-line function for which the base is intended. 

In this connection 1 want to call special attention to the Strategic 
Air Command. The base structure of the Strategic Air Command is 
in the process of being built. This base structure requires bases within 
the continental United States and in foreign countries. These bases 
are necessary to the development of a strategic air arm capable of 
retaliatory attack and of neutralizing the enemy’s war potential. I 
believe that we all feel that a strong strategic air command is one of 
the greatest deterrents to the outbreak of world war III. The 
strategic air command capability must be built up at once, and in 
such a manner that its present readiness status is not compromised. 

The Air Defense Command has the extremely important mission 
of protecting our cities, our homes and families, and industrial areas 
against enemy bombing attacks. The .United States has never been 
subjected to a bombing attack and we all hope that it never will. 
Nevertheless, we know that we must be prepared to detect the ap- 
proach of hostile aircraft and to go up and seek him out and shoot 
him down. As you know, there is no complete defense against a 
determined mass bombing attack, but we must make it so costly to 
the enemy that he cannot sustain the attack. 

In the requested authorization are amounts for the building of bases 
for our interceptor aircraft and for the installation of high speed re- 
fueling and alert and readiness facilities in order to be sure that planes 
will get off the ground as rapidly as possible if they have to. 

I think this next should be off the record. 

(Diseussion off the record.) 

Secretary Finuerrer. The tactical air situation presents a special 
case because this is, in a large measure, tied up with the development 
of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization in respect to the bases 
which have not been completed. I think it is important that this au- 
thorization be granted to put the Air Force and other United States 
representatives in the North Atlantic Treaty Organization in a posi- 
tion to negotiate properly in connection with the tactical air bases: for 
the NATO forces. 

Tactical air is in a dynamic stage. Because of lead time, we must 
now make the plaas for the tactical air of 2 to 4 years from now. 
Modern developments in science have opened up anew vistas which 
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are going to call for imaginative and forceful action by the Air Force. 
We musi now ready the base structure for these tactical air operations 
in order that we shall not be caught without adequate bases to meet 
the new and highly interesting developments which we foresee. 

Back of the bases for these three front-line operations are the 
support installations. The support installations are divided among 
the following categories of operations: Training, depots and logistical; 
communications, and navigational aids, research, development and 
test; and Reserve activities. 

I will not attempt a detailed description of the construction require- 
ments included in this program. However, we are prepared to give 
such a presentation on the entire program or any part. 

The bases which have an immediate and direct relationship to 
operations present, it seems to me, the least difficult part of the 
problem; for I take it that we must accept the principle that the bases 
ra be adequate to support the airplanes and the crews which handle 
them. 

The more difficult part of the problem is that part of the base 
structure which has an indirect relationship to the actual operating 
facilities. 

In this connection I would like to be allowed to make some general 
observations on the base structure of the Air Force. 

The Air Force is sadly behind in its installations, both in the United 
States and abroad. The base structure is the weakest of the three 
pillars of the Air Force. By the three pillars, 1 mean the machines 
which we fly, the men who fly them, and the bases from and to which 
these machines fly. 

The committee is familiar with our plans for getting the right kind 
and the right number of airplanes into our structure. It is also 
familiar with our plans for the training of personnel and, above all, 
for economy in the use of personnel. I now emphasize to the com- 
mittee that our base structure is definitely in a bad third place. We 
have not advanced as far with our bases as we have with our machines 
and our men. The need for improvement in our base structure is 
urgent. 

The base structure of the Air Force is inadequate in two major 
respects. 

First, it is not adequate to carry on the operations of the Air Force. 
By this I mean that the strategic air, the air defense and tactical air 
functions are not properly supported in the base structure in the form 
of runways, high speed refueling, hangars and the other operational 
features that must be there if the Air Force is going to be able to fly. 

Second, the Air Force is badly behind in its support facilities and 
in particular in its family and troops housing and other living facilities. 
The living conditions are definitely very far behind the status of our 
operational facilities. The Air Force has been in existence a very 
short period of time and we do not have the benefits of a base struc- 
ture developed over a period of 150 years. In short, we must build 
our base structure from scratch. Military necessity dictated that we 
first construct our operational facilities. Although we have not 
reached our goal in this respect, I feel that the matter of dependents’ 
housing is one which warrants expenditures of funds to a far greater 
extent than is contemplated in this bill. The requested family housing 
authorization in this bill for continental United States is designed 
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primarily to accommodate a few of the key personnel who, due to the 
nature of their responsibilities, are required to be available on the base 
at all times. 

I have read with great interest the report of the Preparedness 
Subcommittee on substandard housing and rent gouging of military 
personnel. Even before the end of the war, we recognized that the 
lack of family housing would become the greatest single deterrent 
to the retention ia the service of combat-trained skilled specialists. 
All studies concerning the retention of permanent bases took this 
iato account and all surveys for reactivation and expansion of bases 
in the current program give consideration to this factor. We have 
been continuously aware of the serious morale factor created by 
inadequate family housing and the direct result of such conditions 
upon troop efficiency. In the selection of installations for reactiva- 
tion or expansion, we have considered as a major criterion the avail- 
ability of satisfactory dependents’ housing and have eadeavored to 
obtain commitments from local officials guaranteeing that an adequate 
number of livable housing waits would be available for dependents. 

There are presently 22,838 family-housing units completed or under 
construction at 38 permanent Air Force installations under tide VIII 
of the National Housing Act, as amended. This, together with some 
previous public works appropriated housing, has been of considerable 
assistance in meeting our acute housing shortage. The Department 
of the Air Force supported the Defense Housing and Community 
Facilities and Services Act of 1951 just enacted by the Congress. 
It is hoped this legislation will provide the means to alleviate the 
serious family housing shortage existing in connection with expanded 
or reactivated Air Force installations. Title II of the recently enacted 
Public Law 96, Eighty-second Congress, amends the Housing and 
Rent Control Act of 1947. This should prove very beneficial in 
maintaining rents at levels which military personnel are able to pay. 

However, the Air Force, starting from scratch, still has a serious 
family-housing deficiency. 

The committee may be interested in some figures which show the 
relationship of the base structure of the Air Force which existed at 
the beginning of World War II to that which exists at the present time. 

At the war peak, the Air Force had 1,933 installations, a troop 
strength of 2,411,000 men, and 243 groups. On June 30, 1950, the 
1,933 installations had been reduced to 210; the troop strength had 
been reduced from 2,411,000 to 411,000; and the groups had been 
reduced from 243 to 48. 

Today we have 232 installations and we are now asking for an in- 
crease to 309 in comparison to the 1,933 which we had at the peak of 
the war. We now have 800,000 men in comparison with 2,411,000 
men during World War II. 

These 309 major installations, exclusive of industrial, are required 
by June 30, 1952, for the 95-wing program. Of this number, 66 re- 
quire no further authorizations. The other 243 require major construc- 
tion necessitated by expansion of existing bases, reactivated bases, 
and new bases. 

The new bases are all overseas bases, except six which are located 
within the United States. 
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Most of the overseas bases are new because they have to do with 
the strategic or tactical air operations abroad. The six bases within 
the United States are new because it was found necessary to create 
them in order to meet operational needs; and new bases were selected 
only after the fullest examination of the availability of existing bases. 

We are often asked why certain bases in the United States which were 
entirely satisfactory for use in World War {I are not being used by the 
Air Force today. 

There may be many reasons in the case of any particular base, but 
there is one which I want to call to the attention of the committee. 

This is, that the change in the performance of modern aircraft and 
in particular the development of the turbojet engine, has created an 
entirely different set of requirements for air bases, including length- 
ening the runways to withstand the pounding to which it will be 
subjected and to support the weight of modern bombers. The fuel 
consumption rates of high performance aircraft are nearly three times 
that of World War II aircraft, thus creating a requirement for fuel 
storage and high-speed refueling systems. Moreover, because of the 
high complexity of the electronic and fire-control devices nearly all 
of the air bases in our training establishment require improved and 
expanded facilities for individual and combat crew training; and they 
also require classroom buildings and complicated types of training 
devices such as the flight simulating trainer. 

Moreover, the new requirement that missions must be done in all 
kinds of weather has so complicated the types of navigational aids 
that training at the bases is correspondingly complicated. In short, 
the air-base structure is enormously more complicated than that which 
existed in World War II. 

There is one other detailed aspect of the problem I would like to 
mention, and that is that immediately after Pearl Harbor the decision 
was taken by Generals Arnold and Somervell to get construction in 
place hurriedly. The result was that the building of more solid types 
of housing at the air bases was discontinued and short-lived housing 
was built. While this decision was correct at the time, we arenow 
paying the penalty for the short life of the construction. 

T want to conclude by making the point to the committee that this 
request for public works authorization is an attempt on the part of 
the Air Force to start toward the building of the kind of base structure 
it needs. I want to reemphasize to the committee that we are building 
from scratch and that we are stretching this requested authorization 
to provide absolute minimum requirements for the 95-wing program. 

I, therefore, urge the committee to approve the full amount author- 
ized for the Department of the Air Force in H. R,. 4914 plus the 
required $33,315,000 for the Raleigh-Durham base. 

Chairman Russetu. Mr. Secretary, I notice you have got . this 
marked as confidential and that it must not appear in records of 
hearings or other documents open to public inspection. What is the 
explanation of the statement that it is so highly confidential? 

Secretary Frnterrer. Mr. Chairman, General Timberlake has an 
expurgated copy and the only expurgation, as I understand it, is the 
number of fighters——— 

General Timpertake. Fighter squadrons. 

Secretary Finterrer. The number of fighter squadrons, that 
figure that is in there. 
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Chairman Russe. I can understand why that can be classified. 
I doubt whether it is any great secret, but it could be classified. But 
it occurs to me that 98 percent of this statement is entitled to no 
classification and we have got to have something in the record here 
to go to the Senate with to justify in reporting this bill. If we are 
going to classify everything that comes up here, I do not see how we 
are ever going to get a record. 

Secretary Frnterrer. Mr. Chairman, could I submit to you, 
exactly as I stated, my statement as being completely on the rec ord 
with the two deletions to be made? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Chairman Russeuu. I think that is classified, and it should be. I 
noted that as you went through it, but that was the only thing that 
I thought should be classified. 

Secretary Finuterrer. Would it be agreeable to you, sir, if we took 
it out? 

Chairman Russetu. Yes, sir. That is all right. The rest of it 
will be printed in the heari ings of the committee. 

You are asking the restoration of this authorization for the Raleigh- 
Durham Base. Have you heretofore requested any appropriations or 
any budget authorization for that particular pr oject? 

Secretary Fintetrrer. We are requesting a budget authorization 
for the full amount for Raleigh-Durham in fiscal year 1952. 

Chairman Russeiv. Is that request contained in the budget esti- 
mate or is that going to be in the form of supplemental 

Secretary Frnuterrer. That is in the budget estimate. 

Chairman Russeuu. It has already been approved by the Presi- 
dent? 

Secretary Fin.errer. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russe.i. And submitted to the Congress? 

Secretary Frnutertrer. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russe... So in the event that this committee approved 
that particular project it would not necessitate an increase over the 
budget estimates that have been heretofore submitted. 

Secretary Fintetrer. No, sir. 

Chairman Russet. How many housing units are you requesting 
in vour over-all construction program? 

Secretary Finterrer. Just a moment, sir, and we will give that to 

ou. 
. General Myers. In the zone of the interior, sir, 746 family housinz 
units, plus 5 at Raleigh-Durham, and overseas 3,942, sir—that is 
authorizations. That is a total of 4,693, sir. 

Chairman Russe.yu. These 751 that you are requesting in this 
country: It is a very small part, I presume, of your housing needs? 

General Myers. Yes, sir; it is a very small part. 

Chairman Russeiy. Do you expect to build the rest of them under 
the title VIII fund? 

General Myers. We expect to use title VIII to the maximum 
extent, sir, but, as we said before, certainly title VIII will not meet our 
housing requirements. 

Chairman RussELL. How many housing units do vou have in con- 
templation now under title VIIl? Have you got any program on 
that? 

General Myerrs. Yes, sir. 
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General TimBeRLAKBE. I have got the complete program on that, 
sir. We have approved at this time—— 

Chairman Russexiu. The Secretary said vou had around 23,000 
that were already constructed or under construction. 

General Timp :°LAKeE. That is right, sir. 

General Russutt. How many more do you contemplate? 

General TimperLAKE. We have awaiting completion by the 
sponsor, 3,031, and under design by the architect 2,377. 

Chairman Russe. 2,377? 

General TIMBERLAKE. Yes, sir; and those added to the 23 that the 
Secretary spoke about, total approved program to date is 29,696. 

Chairman Russevv. That will not satisfy all of vour needs, will it? 

General TimBerRLakeE. That is correct, sir. 

Chairman Russe.u. You say that will satisfy your needs? 

General TIMBERLAKE. Will not satisfy. 

Chairman Russe.it. How many do you estimate that it will require, 
or have you made any estimate? 

General Myers. Yes, sir; we have. I will have to get that figure, 
though, sir. 

Chairman Russe.ut. What do you propose to spend for the average 
cost of the 751 within the United States? 

General TimpBerRLake. We have two types beirg bvilt within the 
United States, sir. We have the permanent or the 25-year-life 
stations, and the semipermanent or the 10-year-life stations, and 
our costs are reflected—do you remember what those costs are, Mr. 
Gibbens? That was the question. 

Ten-year is $12,400, and the 25-year is $13,000. 

Chairman Russe. It would seem to me that you would be better 
off spending the other $600 to get a 25-year house than $12,400 on 
the 10-year house. 

Senator SaLtonsTaL. Is there any difference in the number of 
square feet? 

General TimBeERLAKE. No. The square feet are the same, sir. It 
is a lessening of the finish mostly between the 10-year and the 25-year 
life. The frame is essentially the same. It can be brought up to 
the 25-year life. 

Chairman Russe... Well, they should have the same life if the 
frame construction is the same. The inside finish of the house does 
not have much to do with its durability. 

General TimperRLake. The roof, the frame, the outside sheeting, 
sir, is of a lesser quality. 

Chairman RussELLt. Do you have your bases divided between 
those on the 25-year basis and the 10-year basis? f 

General TIMBERLAKE. Yes, sir. 

Chairman RusseLtt. How many do you have programed for per- 
manent construction out of the three-hundred-odd, whatever it was? 

General TimBerRLAKE. We determined the number of permanent 
stations as the number of stations to house the 48-group program as 
it was deployed on the 30th of June 1950, sir. They were, in other 
words, the hard-core stations. Have you got that breakout, Colonel 
Maddux, the hard-core stations? 

Chairman Russeiu. That would mean, then, that you had 210 
installations—that is how many the Secretary said you had on June 
30, 1950—that you have got 210 that you would consider to be per- 
manent. 
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General TimBeRLAKE. No, sir. We have 86 stations, I believe, 

was the figure, and I am going to have to give you that figure. It is 
about 86 stations that are permanent stations. 
* Chairman Russet. How about your other facilities, your hangars 
and shops and all the other buildings that go with a modern air base; 
are you dividing that construction in the same manner, you make some 
of it temporary and some of it permanent? 

General Trmpertake. Yes, sir. We would rather say permanent 
and semipermanent. None of it is the same as we know as the tem- 
porary construction of World War IT. 

Chairman Russe.u. None of it is tar paper? 

General TimBerRLAKeE. That is right, sir. Of course, our pavements 
and things of that sort are permanent, because they have to be per- 
manent functionally. 

Chairman Russe.u. I understand that. Of course, you have got 
to have a runway permanent if you were to land on it one time, to 
insure its safety, as you would be if it were used quite a bit. But I 
am trying to get at the nature of this construction, that is what I 
had in my mind. It is all either semipermanent or permanent, is 
that right? 

General TimBerRLAKE. That is right, sir; and we divided that up 
into 10-year and 25-year useful life. 

Chairman Russe.yi. Can you have anyore here who can give us a 
brief idea of the nature of the semipermanent and the permanent 
construction? 

General TIMBERLAKE. Yes, sir; we have. 

Chairman Russge.u. For those facilities, base facilities? 

General TIMBERLAKE. Yes, sir; we have a chart that covers that, 
General Brownfield, which, I think will demonstrate the difference, sir. 

Chairman Russetu. You are prepared to present that as part of 
your—— 

General BrownFiELp. That will come along later, sir. 

Chairman Russe... All right. If you do not mind, I will clean 
up this housing. 

General Myers. I have the information on the family housing 
that you asked for, if you would like it. 

The requirement for family housing in the continental United States 
for personnel entitled to quarters under this program, 95-wing 
program, is 159,725. We have a total of 5,414 sets of permanent or 
25-year life quarters; 11,197 temporary sets, and 29,071 sets of 
Wherry housing under construction or design. This totals 45,000 
sets, leaving a deficit of 114,000 housing units. This bill has 751 
units in it in the continental United States, which leaves a deficit of 
113,292. 

Chairman Russre.u. This overseas construction housing, these 
approximately 4,000 units, is any of that in Alaska? 

General Myers. Yes, sir. The bulk of it is in Alaska—Alaska and 
Okinawa, sir. 

Chairman Russet. You have a chart on that? 

General BRownFIEvp. | have a chart that outlines all of that, sir. 

General Myers. 2,314 units are in Alaska. 

(Discussion off the record). 

Mr. McCone. The morale problem of the permanent party on 
these overseas bases is something that gives us very great concern. 
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That is particularly true in remote bases where there are almost no 
facilities for the men. 

We are debating the question of permitting the permanent party to 
take dependents, versus a plan of a short tour of duty, more rapid - 
rotation. 

The latter relieves the morale problem, but it enormously compli- 
cates the operating problem, because it takes some considerable time 
for a man to get his feet on the ground to become useful as part of the 
permanent party at the base. 

I think that we are going to have to provide in one way or another 
some substantial amount of housing, dependent housiag, overseas if 
we are to have these units, these bases operational. 

We find that in a great many locations there is some possibility of 
private capital coming in and providing housing, and our people in 
Europe are neogitating with French capital and Swiss capital to see if 
some arrangements somewhat similar to our Wherry housing pro- 
cedures can be worked out. 

It seems that it could be done if we could guarantee some reasonable 
period of occupancy. We are not in a position to do that, obviously, 
and we are now trying to work out a plan so that we can get the hous- 
ing by private capital even though we do not guarantee occupancy. 

Chairman Russe.u. What is your present policy now, for example, 
with the Air Force in occupied Germany or the Air Force stationed in 
Germany? You permit them now to have their dependents, do you 
not? 

Mr. McConsr. To the extent that housing is available; to the extent 
that housing is available. 

Chairman Russexiu. The same thing is true in England. 

Mr. McCone. The same thing is true in England, and the same 
thing is true in the Pacific, in Okinawa and elsewhere. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Chairman Russeuu. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Chairman Russe.ui. Going back on the record now, what is the 
average cost of your housing units overseas outside the continental 
United States? Is that greater, I assume, than it is in this country? 

General Myers. Generally, sir, it is greater; yes, sir. We estimate 
$13,000 a family unit on the average in the United States on this 
program. The cost overseas will depend on what we call the cost 
index, whether the construction costs are higher there are not, and 
to what extent. 

Certainly, in Alaska, up north of the range, the costs are about 
double what they are in the United States. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Chairman Russeutu. Do you propose to build any of that housing 
for the use of counterpart funds in the ECA countries? 

Secretary Finuettrer. Mr. Chairman, the use of counterpart funds, 
ECA counterpart funds, was seriously considered, and a policy deci- 
sion was made that the ECA funds should not be used for military 
purposes and, as a result, no counterpart funds were available for any 
military purposes, and I think the same thing has been true in other 
countries. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Chairman Russevu. And you have no plans to utilize those funds? 
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Secretary Finterrer. We should, of course, like very much to do 
it because it would take it off the Air Force budget, but that is an 
over-all governmental decision in the first place as to whether ECA 
funds which were intended primarily for economic rehabilitation and 
are so called for by the various bilaterals, should be made available 
for military purposes. It is the United States which would have to 
make that decision first. 

Chairman Russe. We are changing that policy in this bill, Mr. 
Secretary. 

Secretary FrnLerrer. Yes. 

Chairman Russetyt. We are permitting the use of counterpart 
funds in the bill that is under consideration in the Senate at the 
present time. 

Secretary FINLETTER. Yes. 

Chairman Russe.u. For military purposes. 

Secretary Finterrer. All I can say is that so far as we are con- 
cerned we would welcome anything which would take the burden off 
the Air Force budget. 

Senator Bripegss. I feel very strongly, Mr. Finletter, along the 
lines of the statement made by the chairman. You have been in 
ECA, and you know the background of the whole problem. We have 
reached a time now where we are in a mutual defense effort—at least 
we are supposed to be—and these counterpart funds should be used, 
at least in part, for the development of that program which, in turn, 
directly and indirectly affects and improves the economic condition 
in those countries, because they would be used for commercial or 
economic production, in those ways, and I feel that when we are ap- 
propriating billions and billions of dollars here for foreign aid, why, 
certainly these funds which we originally contributed certainly should 
go into, a part or a large part of them, into the part for the mutual 
security of the nations involved; and I think we are changing, as 
Chairman Russell said, the policy and, I think, it is highly desirable 
that we do so, and I hope that it can work out. 

(Discussion off the record). 

Secretary Finuterrer. As far as Senator Bridges’ remarks are 
concerned, I can only repeat that the Air Force, of course, would 
welcome any method which would result in having these overseas 
requirements taken care of by the countries concerned. But that, 
I repeat, is something which will have to be worked out with the ECA 
and the State Department, and would vary, I should think, Senator 
Bridges, with each country. 

It would be a question of the capacity of the budget of the local 
government to stand an additional expense which would be involved. 
After all, counterpart is, in the final analysis, nothing but a payment 
out of the budget of the country concerned. 

Chairman Russett. Do you gentlemen want to proceed now into 
the detailed presentation, or do you have any questions? 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Might i ask a question, Mr. Chairman? 

Chairman Russe.u. Yes; Senator. 

Senator SattonstaLL. Mr. Finletter, I would like to have—I think 
I know in a general way your observations—on page 10 of your 
statement you use the words “the comparison between groups in 
World War II and wings now.” 
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Then you use the word “‘squadron.’’ Could you give a very brief 
definition for the record of what you mean by squadron, wing, and 
group? 

Secretary FinterTer. Well, there are three squadrons in a group. 
The group was the unjt which was customarily referred to until about 
a year ago. 

A wing is a group plus the other facilities that enable it to operate 
as a unit, and independently. 

Each wing contains four groups; it contains the tactical or opera- 
tional group, let us say, the airplanes and the men who fly them; the 
supply and maintenance group, a medical group, and a a group. 

Senator Stennis. Go over those again, will you, please? 

Secretary FinLtetter. The wing, Eenatee Stennis, comprises four 
groups. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Secretary Finterrer. The first, and far and away the most im- 
portant, is the tactical or operational group. That means the air- 
planes and the men who fly them. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. I just wanted a listing. 

Secretary Finterrer. The second is the maintenance and supply 
group, in other words, the people who take care of the planes when 
they are on the ground; and the third is the medical group, which is 
obvious, and the fourth is the base group which is charged with all 
administration of the base itself, the base where the wing is located. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you. 

Mr. McConsr. I think for purposes of comparison, comparing a 
number such as 243 groups or any number of groups with a number 
such as 95 wings—the 243 makes reference to the combat groups, 
and 95 wings have 95 combat groups in it, in addition to these other 
groups of which the Secretary speaks. 

Secretary Finterrer. In other words, for the purpose of comparison 
you ought to assume that they are the same thing because the groups 
to which we have been referring in World War II, Senator, also had 
all of these other things that are now included within the wing. 

Mr. McConz. That is right. 

Secretary Finuterrer. So that there is no quantitative difference. 

Senator SatronsTALL. Put it this way: In manpower, the fighting 
manpower of a group and a wing is the same. 

Secretary Finuerrer. Yes. 

Mr. McConz. That is correct. 

Senator SautronsTaLL. The additional manpower in the wing is 
what you might call the serving of the actual fighting forces. 

Secretary Finterrer. Exactly, and which also existed when the 
nomenclature was “groups.”’ 

Chairman Russeuu. So far as combat operations are concerned, 
both the group and the wing had three squadrons. 

Secretary Finterrer. Yes. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Take one group, we will say-——— 

Secretary Finterrer. May I interrupt there, Senator, to say that 
sometimes an additional squadron will be attached, and the normal 
is three squadrons. There will be some slight variations. 

Senator SaLronstaLi. Take a normal strategic bombing wing. 
How many more men are in that than there are, for instance, in the 
group, the strategic bombing group. Can you compare them that 
way? 
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Secretary Finutetrrer. I think a fair answer would be none, 
Senator. If you take it strictly—I can get you a figure—but that 
would be an illusory figure because the group also would have to 
have these same people somewhere else. I think that we should 
regard the group and wing for comparison purposes. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. From the point of view of discussion, from 
the point of view of discussion on the Senate floor or discussion in 
any sense, the word today to use is “wing’’ rather than “group.” 

Secretary Finterrrr. That is what we are using, Senator. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. You stated that you needed bases abroad 
for tactical air or that most of these new bases were going abroad, 
and six, I think, you said were in this country, and you needed bases 
for tactical air. How permanent can you make a base for tactical 
air until you know really where the tactical air is to be used? You 
have got to make certain very fundamental assumptions, have you 
not, that your fighting, we will say, is going to be in Europe, and 
therefore your bases have got to be in Europe? 

Secretary Fintetrrer. Yes, Senator. I should think that we could 
not go ahead with any even semipermanent base construction, as a 
general rule, until there is a general plan for Europe prepared by 
SHAEF and we, of course, will have to make certain exception to 
that because 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator SALTonsTaLL. May | ask you this question: Have you 
given—and I think I have asked it of you before—the fullest possible 
consideration of joint bases with the Navy? Now we were in here 
yesterday listening to the Navy’s request for additional bases. 

It has always seemed to me that there was—I will not say duplica- 
tion, but some economy and efficiency that could be obtained by a 
little closer use of common bases. 

Secretary FinLtetrerR. Insofar as these $225,000,000 authorization 
requests are concerned, all of those bases are located at various points 
that I will be glad to submit to the committee off the record. 

I doubt very much whether any of those bases would contemplate a 
joint Navy use, just by reason of their location. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

In general, | would doubt very much whether Navy bases and Air 
Force bases can be consolidated, but I do think that there is room for 
looking into that question, and we shall do so. 

General Myrrs. May I say something there, sir? We have in at 
least two cases in overseas bases worked very closely with the Navy, 
and we are using them jointly. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Chairman Russeuu. On the record. 

Secretary Finterrer. I wonder if we can have an opportunity to 
look at the record to catch anything that should not be in there? 

Chairman Russeiu. Yes, Mr. Secretary. 

Senator Bripces. Senator Saltonstall, if I might interrupt your 
line of thought by asking one question: In a country, a foreign 
country, where we are building a base under some agreement or some 
treaty or some executive arrangement, what are our rights with that 
country if we should be involved in a great war and that country 
should surrender, go over to the other side, suddenly appear neutral— 
what is our protection there? 
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Secretary Finterter. I would have to answer that in two ways, 
Senator Bridges. First, our legal rights, and, second, our practical 
ones, and if 1 may take the second one up first, because I think it is 
far and away the more important one, I think that, practically speak- 
ing, if a country defects from the North Atlantic Treaty or is con- 

uered, or something of that kind happens, we have no _ practical 
rights whatsoever, 

On the other hand, where our legal rights may not be spelled out 
as elaborately as we might wish if on countries were not sovereign 
states, in point of fact, the fact that they are tied together, most. of 
them in the North Atlantic Treaty, and are working together with us 
will assure us of the use of the bases when the time comes. 

Now, in the procedure which we followed for most of these bases, 
and in all instances where the country was a member of the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization, we had a basic agreement, an over-all 
agreement within NATO, which was adopted by the Council of 
Deputies, and that is the basis, that is the underlying basis, for our 
rights with respect to these countries. 

Then, we negotiated individual agreements with each one of them 
in which we are given certain rights; there is a certain duration, for 
example, to the agreement; there are all sorts of provisions about 
jurisdiction—I have 20 things here that are covered in most of these 
agreements. But, I think, to answer your question in a nontechnical 
sense, our real guarantee is the sense of solidarity that we have with 
the country in question. 

Senator Bripces. Yes. But supposing, we will say, without men- 
tioning the name of a specific country, you have X country. X country 
has some outside territorial possessions; and supposing those bases in 
the territorial possessions of X country are very important to us. 
Supposing that X country is overrun, or before they even get there 
internally, the situation develops whereby the Communists take over 
the country. What is our protection? I mean, that very well might 
occur. I think it is a very pertinent question. 

Secretary FinLerrer. May I answer that off the record? 

Chairman Russe... Yes, if you wish. 

Secretary Frnuerrer. I will answer it on the record if you want 
me to, sir. 

Senator Bripces. Answer it off the record first, and then if you 
can put something on the record, I think that is a question in 
everybody’s mind. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator SaLtronstauLu. Mr. Chairman, might I ask just about three 
more questions? 

Chairman Russe.t. Yes, sir; you have that right. 

Senator SaALtTonsTaLt. I think, Mr. Finletter, I have asked you 
this question before, but you mentioned it in your statement, so I 
waebl like to ask it again. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Just one more question. 

Chairman Russeiu. You can ask as many as you wish. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. You stated to Senator Russell that the cost 
of housing inside the United States, if my memory is right, for 1,078 
square feet—I think that is the figure—was approximately $12,400 
or $13,000. 
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Now, up in Alaska you say it was very much more. Up in Alaska, 
if my memory is right, the first houses built up there were up around 
$40,000 a unit, and by standardization you have gotten them down 
to around $14,000 a unit. Is that memory completely wrong? 

General Myers. I don’t think the $14,000 figure, the last figure, is 
right, Senator Saltonstall. Your $40,000 figure is correct. Some of 
the early housing we built up there, which included, of course, your 
mobilization costs for the initial construction, were very high. 

Senator SatronsTaLu. I thought you had gotten them well down 
and were going forward on about a $14,500 basis up there for 1,078 
square feet; that is my memory. 

General Myers. Well, my memory, sir—and I will have to check 
on that—the figure was south of the Range in the Anchorage area, 
and it was the house only and did not include the utilities. I can 
get you those exact figures. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Those were beatuiful houses. 

General Myers. Yes, sir; but I think that was the figure for the 
house only exclusive of the utilities that served it, and when you added 
the utilities in it ran it up to close to $20,000, $19,000 a house. 

Senator SatronsTaLu. With standardization you should be able to 
aoe those units, even abroad, it seems to me, nearer the unit price 

ere. 

General Myers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Satronstauu. Taking into account all the different prob- 
ems. 

General Myers. Yes. We think the price index south of the Range 
as compared to the United States is about 1.7, and north of the Range 
about 2, or twice as much; a little higher up in the Fairbanks areas. 

Senator Satronsta.Lu. How is your building going on this year 
under the new contracts executed by former Senator Frank Graham? 
Have you had satisfactory construction work up in Alaska fhis 
summer? 

General Myers. Yes, sir. 

Senator SatronstaLy. No stoppages because of disputes and such 
things? 

General Myers. I do not think we have thissummer. We did last 
year. 

Senator SatronsraLy. Last summer you had a great deal. 

General Myers. Last summer; yes. We have not had any this 
summer. 

Chairman Russet. I imagine Senator Saltonstall feels a sense of 
personal responsibility for those houses up there in Alaska. He went 
up there on a mission, and he talked about them to the Congress, and 
it authorized the construction of them. 

Senator SALToNnsTaLL. The chairman sent me up there as one of 
three, and it was a very interesting and very instructive visit. 

I have no further questions. 

Chairman Russe.u. Senator Stennis, do you have any questions? 

Senator Stennis. I have a few questions. 

As I understand you, Mr. Secretary, your oversea construction of 
housing was 2,314 units, I believe, was what you had 

General Myers. 2,314—— 

Chairman Russe.u. 2,314 is in Alaska. 
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Senator Stennis. It was in Alaska alone, Mr. Chairman? I 
see. How many were there all together? 

General Myers. 4,693 total; 3,942 overseas. 

Senator STENNIS. 4,693 total; 3,942 overseas. 

Now, vou gave a figure here of $13,000 for those that are in the 
United States, on the housing cost, but you never did give a figure, 
as 1 understand it—none of these ever gave a figure for these oversea 
housing units. I cannot understand why you do not have a figure 
or an approximate figure on those houses. 

General Myers. We do, sir. The Alaskan housing would be es- 
timated in the Fairbanks area at twice the $13,000, and in the An- 
chorage area, 1.7 times that sum. In other words, it depends on 
where the area is. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. I thought you called out some here for those parts. 

General Myers. No. 

Senator Srennis.. Where else do you have construction besides 
Alaska? 

General Myrrs. Okinawa. 

Senator Stennis. Could you have something on that? Could we 
have something on that? 

General Myers. Guam is 2, and Okinawa is 1.4; is it not? 

Mr. Greens. No, sir; it is higher than that. 

Senator Stennis. That gives me what I want. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, here is what I am coming to: I have been 
tremendously impressed in the last few weeks with the enormous 
cost of this military program. I sat in on the hearings on so-called 
foreign aid, and this year, I hear them talk about the $56,000,000,000 
bill that is comi:iz, the prospect of a supplemental bill, of around a 
$70,000,000,000 military budget; and, as a businessman and a suc- 
cessful businessman, you know and you realize more than I do the 
enormity of that load in its increase for the years, and it looks to me 
like we will have to carry it on for some time. So, it seems to me as 
if we are going to have to just mash all the water out ‘of it that we can— 
even little things—and one thing that I have been impressed with: 
It looks to me as if we are trying to carry American standards of 
living all over the world for our servicemen. 

I am interested in them and concerned about them, and I want 
them to have the best, but I do not believe we should let them take 
their families all over the world, desirable as that may be. 

I was interested in your suggestion there about the short tenure of 
service, and that that would relieve the situation some. What is 
your idea? You say you are undecided as to these European and 
African air bases. You are undecided yet as to what you are going 
to do about the families. 

Do you not think that this program hes gotten so large that we are 
driven to the decision that we are going to have to cut down on that 
cost? 

Secretary FrnLerrer. Senator, you are asking me a question that 
has worried us enormously. 

In the first place, let me say this: We are not remotely near carrying 
American standards of living to the airmen and officers of the Air 
Force who are outside Washington, D. C., or even in the suburbs; but, 
anvhow, when we get out into the areas, some of these places are 
terrible. 
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Senator Saltonstall spoke about Alaska; I do not know whether you 
have been there, but | think you would really be astonished at the 
bad living conditions there. There is a situation such as in these 
trailer camps, for example, where the men, in default of the Govern- 
ment’s taking care of them, buy trailers out of their own capital, drive 
them up the Alcan Highway, and then live with their families in that 
trailer, that sort of thing. 

Senator SatronstauL. Also, Mr. Finletter, living in Quonset huts, 
three families, or two families, with a couple of babies. 

Secretary Finterrer. Exactly. 1 think, Senator, you know more 
about this than I do, but I think you would agree that the trailer in 
many instances is a luxury there. 

Senator SALToNSTALL. Yes; and the 1,078-square-foot house, if 
that is the figure, is a house that anyone of us here would like and be 
glad to live in. 

Secretary Finterrer. Yes. 

Senator SaALronsTaLuL. And then it runs from that down to a 10- 
or 12-square-foot house where everything is in one room. 

Secretary Finterrer. Yes. 

Then, you see, the Fairbanks and Anchorage areas are not places 
that have any housing facilities. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Secretary, that is more or less permanent 
there; that is territory of the United States, and all that. I am not 
thinking so much about that. What I am talking about are these 
new bases and these new projects and these extensions all over the 
world. Can we keep on taking those families there? Of course, if 
you take them, you have got to take care of them; that is my very 
point. 

Secretary Finuerrer. In the first place, 1 am very much interested 
in this subject and would like to be responsive to what you ask, but 
I want to point out this bill does not call for anything like that over- 
seas. 

Senator STeNNis. No, but you will have to adopt a policy; that is 
my point, and you will have to do it now. 

Secretary FINLETTER. So far we have adopted, possibly by inaction, 
by economy, of not giving this man the opportunity to take his 
dependents overseas, and when Mr. McCone and I were answering 
your questions we were pointing out the disadvantages of that. 

Senator Srpennis. Yes. I appreciate the problem that goes with 
it, but it looks to me like this program is going to last for years, and 
increase, and we just might as well decide now that we are going to 
take some things out of it. 

Mr. McConsr. I think the morale factor is exceedingly important, 
Senator. You must realize that these men are young men; they have 
young families, and we are really alarmed at the consequences of 
splitting families. You will find very serious consequences. We 
find homes split up—— 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Mr. McCone (continuing). And men disturbed and confused in 
‘ their minds as to what is going on as a result of splitting families, and 
it is a very serious thing. 

Now, you can do things like that during a war, but we have to go 
on this thing for your lifetime and mine, and it may be just impossible 
to maintain that proper morale and spirit in a military organization 
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unless we make some provisions for preserving some continuity of 
family life. 

Senator Srennis. I would be glad to discuss that with you. 

_Mr. McCong. It is something that we are very deeply concerned 
about. 

Secretary Fintetrer. Senator, would you like me to add just one 
more word on that? 

Senator Stennis. Surely. 

Secretary Finterrer. Because this problem does trouble us very 
deeply. 

If we were engaged in all-out war, we would agree completely that 
everybody has to take it then. But here we are in this great new 
adventure of the United States assuming world leadership, and hoping 
we are going to get peace out of it, and it is a gray area, as it were, 
and we are calling upon the youth of this country for sacrifices that, 
so far as I know, no country has every called upon its youth for in 
history. 

We are going in for a huge military establishment in time of peace 
in order to prevent a war. I do think the question of fairness, quite 
apart from these questions of military efficiency and social questions, 
such as the divorce rate, and so forth—there is a question of what is 
fair to ask these people to do. It is quite clear that you can ask 
men to do anything when their country is actually engaged in war, 
but in a gray period like this, I think it is more doubtful. 

Senator STENNIS. It poses a very serious matter. I do not have 
any answer to it, but I think we are just overshooting our mark, as I 
see it, letting the budget run up here like we are, the military budget. 

Well, I do not mean to dwell on that too much. Now I want to ask 
about your new bases here. You mention on page 11 of your state- 
ment—lI believe it is page 11—that you only have six new bases. 
What are they? There was a lot in the papers about the base in 
Independence, Mo. Iam not bringing that up as such, but there is a 
lot going to be said about it, and already has been said. What new 
bases do you have? 

Secretary Finterrer. Let me say generally why we have six new 
bases at all in the United States. As you know, we have recapture 
rights on a lot of bases which we were not using under the 48-wing 
program, and we tried not to build any brand-new bases. We made 
an exception only upon an operational showing that it was necessary 
to do so for various technical reasons. 

Now, I am going to ask General Timberlake to describe the six 
bases and to explain why we thought we had to go into them. 

General TrmperRLake. Senator, I would like to state at these new 
bases we had to get a definition of what was a new base and we did it 
on our real-estate equity. If we had no prior right in this base, we 
call it a new base because there are all variations of newness in this 
business. 

They are not new in that they were airports before; runways 
existed insome of them. The bases are Portsmouth, N. H.; Lancaster, 
Pa.; Grandview, Mo.—the base that you mentioned—McGee-Tyson, 
Tenn. 

Senator Stennis. What is that? 
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General TimperLAke. McGee-Tyson, Tenn. [Discussion off the 
record.| Youngstown, Ohio, and F riendship Airport in Maryland, 
between here and Baltimore. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. What is next? 

General TimperRtAKe. Grandview, Mo. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Srennis. All right, I think that covers it. That is all I 
had, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator SavronsTaLy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one more ques- 
tion? Mr. Finletter, before you leave, ‘if you covered this subject 
before I came in, then do not cover it again. I have just been glancing 
through this report of a base for the two troop carrier wing. 

Now, as I read your first page of your report, you say approxi- 
mately all of this 33.3 million that you request is a field at Raleigh. 
Now the majority of this House subcommittee which investigated 
came to the conclusion that Raleigh-Durham Field was the correct 
one even though it was going to cost $10 million more. The minority 
recommended Seymour Johnson Field. 

Now assume, for instance, that we put that $33 million back into 
the bill,-is it conclusive in your opinion, has the conclusion been 
reached, to put that field in Raleigh or is the Air Department going 
to make some other decision? 

Secretary Frnuerrer. No, we stand by the decision that Raleigh, 
though it costs $10 million more, is the right place because of the 
proximity to Raleigh and Durham and the consequent improvement 
in the housing situation. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Do you base that on your own decision or 
on the majority report of the committee? 

Secretary FiInLtetrer. On our decision. It was our recommenda- 
tion. Competition came from representatives of two other fields and 
finally the subcommittee approved the position of the Air Force. 

Senator Srennis. Mr. Chairman, I had one more question I wanted 
to ask the Secretary. 

Mr. Secretary, these items you have testified about, is it that you 
feel you need them and would like to have them, or do you feel they 
are absolutely necessary for this operation? 

Secretary Fin.terrer. Senator, this program was working up under 
the over-all supervision of the Under Secretary beside me, under in- 
structions to the Air Staff to keep the installations built at the mini- 
mum. They came up with certain figures. 

Those figures were cut within the Air Staff itself and under the 
direction of Mr. McCone. I followed it in a general fashion, he fol- 
lowed it in detail. I followed it in general fashion because of my 
extreme interest in this installation situation and because of my con- 
viction that the base situation of the Air Force is the weakest of what 
I have called the three pillars of the Air Force. 

After that cut:the proposal of the Air Force was then submitted to 
the Office of the Secretary of Defense where it went for days of hear- 
ings on a line-by-line examination. After that the Bureau of the 
Budget came in before it was presented to you. Now I cite that to 
show that we have tried-—— 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me, right there let me interrupt just a 
minute. You say that the Bureau of the Budget passed on this. 





188 MILITARY AND NAVAL CONSTRUCTION 


What chance did they have to pass on it with any more light than we 
have here? 

Secretary Fintetrter. Well, sir, they spent a great deal of time on 
individual items. We sat for days in the Pentagon with representa- 
tives of the Bureau. 

Senator Stennis. Do they have independent military advisers? 

Secretary Finuterter. No, they do not. 

Senator Stennis. What advisers do they have? 

Secretary Finuterrer. Well, they have experts. They have men 
who are trained in the work of checking up a request of this kind. 

That is their business and they look for everything possible. Also 
they have military advisers. They have no men in uniform but they 
are completely informed on this. 

Mr. McConr. They have technical men that work right in with 
the military staffs and tien they have independent technical men that 
go out into the field and make actual examinations of various loca- 
tions, sites. 

Senator Stennis. Let me ask this: Has anyone passed on this 
military budget, so far as you know, that is looking to the over-all 
picture of our economy? 

Now Senator George made a statement the other night that this 
new tax bill was virtually going to wipe out what we might call the 
capital class, and is going to eventually wipe out the middle group, 
and then he said that another tax bill was going to have to be imposed 
on this one. Now those are alarming statements and something has 
got to be done to head off wiping out the middle group and capital 
group, too. 

Secretary Finuterrer. Senator, let me answer that in two ways: 
As far as the question of the over-all cost of the military budget as 
opposed to this particular bill that we are presenting to you, certainly 
a tremendous decision is before the American people and that is, are 
they going to support a military establishment which is capable of 
deterring aggression. 

I take it they have made that decision, but that does not answer 
another point which is the duty of the military people to see to it 
that the most efficient use of the dollar and the most exacting exami- 
nation of requests should be made. 

Now I will not say that that has been done the way I would like to 
see it done in all respects, but I will say that this Air Force request for 
appropriations, in my opinion, is all right. This really has been sub- 
jected to a close examination. 

I do not say for a minute that if we spent 6 months looking at it 
that we might not be able to find something that is wrong, but I think 
what you are really asking me is whether I am personally convinced 
that this is a proper request to make of the Congress. 

Senator Stennis. That is right. 

Secretary Fintetrer. And I say without hesitation that in my 
opinion it is. I would not say that lightly, Senator. 

Senator Stennis. I am sure you would not. 

Secretary Fintetrer. There is another reason for it that gives me 
a little bit of cushion, as it were, in answering your question, and that 
is in my opinion we are going to require increasing the size of the Air 
Force, and even if I am wrong, which I do not think I am, I do not 
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think that any of these installations will be wasted. I will advise 
you, sir, that so far as I know this is a proper bill to work for. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you for that assurance because I know 
you do not take these things lightly. 

Secretary Finuerrer. But I would like to have Mr. McCone com- 
ment on that. 

Senator Stennis. Well, I do not want to take too much time. I 
think the chairman wants to get along with some other phase. You 
have answered my question. 

Chairman Russe.u. Mr. Secretary, I have just read over the ma- 
jority and minority reports on the location of this new air wing base 
in North Carolina. From a very hurried perusal of it it seems to me 
it is difficult to justify spending 10 or more million dollars to locate 
that base in the Raleigh-Durham area. 

I know that when you are locating a base the officers who are 

oing to be stationed there always want to be near the largest city, 
it is very natural that they would, to have for their families and them- 
selves the things they have to offer. What kind of an investigation 
did you make on that subject to determine if it is worth $10 million 
more to have that base at Raleigh-Durham than at Goldsboro? 

Secretary Frntetrer. May I make a few general comments before 
I call on Mr. McCone to answer that in detail. The instructions to 
the Air Staff are that they are to locate these bases in the place where 
they will be the most operationally effective in relationship to cost, 
but certainly one of the considerations is not whether or not it is 
convenient for the officers and men to get to the movies or something 
of that kind. 

Chairman Russe... I did not mean it just for the movies. I think 
that Air Officers being human like everybody else that they might take 
that into consideration, too. I had in mind more the things such as 
educational facilities for their children. 

Secretary Finterrer. And the cost, for example, of ae 
housing. One of these locations that Mr. McCone will speak in 
detail on in just a minute is situated in a place near nothing and 
there would be the question of housing which would immediately arise. 

You mentioned the question of educational facilities. You would 
have to get the children to schools, I do not think it is fair to say 
that this does cost $10 million more. I will ask Mr. McCone to 
elaborate on that. 

Mr. McCone. We made a very careful, not one, but several very 
careful surveys. We had two teams of ‘officers that surveyed the 
three bases under consideration at different times. I personally 
surveyed the three, looking them over. 

We were concerned about a decision, which on the face of it, in- 
volved an expenditure of money in excess of the minimum. [I felt 
that because of the availability of facilities in the neighboring com- 
munities which would not have to be built on the base site, housing 
being the principal one, that the apparent cost, the difference in cost 
was somewhat illusory, ‘and before we got through we would probably 
find that the cost of the base built at § ymour-Johnson or at Lauren- 
berg-Maxton would be greater than the estimate, whereas I did not 
think that the same was true of the Raleigh- Durham site. 

There was another consideration that to me was very important, 
and that is, that should we come to a time when we did not need all 
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of these bases and the Air Force and Military Establishment had 
shrunk down because of a relief of world conditions, we would have 
a base that would be usable as part of a reserve program because of its 
proximity to a large eer center. 

We found after World War II that a great many bases that were 
close to metropolitan areas were readily usable in our Reserve and 
National Guard program, but the bases that were out adjacent to 
small communities were not usable because the people who were 
engaged in those — and were working in civilian life, just could 
not get to the base for the drill preiods and the training periods in- 
volved. That was one of the less direct considerations but still an 
important consideration. 

We presented our views to the committee. Then the representatives 
of both. Laurenberg-Maxton and Seymour-Johnson asked to come 
before the committee and put up a very strong appeal that the 
Air Force reconsider and that one of the other locations be accepted 
or decided upon. Asa result, Mr. Vinson appointed this subcommittee 
which went down and made quite a study of the three locations. 

They went all over, examined it, and finally came up with this 
report which you have in your hands. I am personally satisfied that 
the decision is a correct one and in the best interests of the Air Force 
and the United States. 

Chairman Russevu. Well, has it been submitted to any task force 
outside, or is this wholly a departmental decision fortified by this 
divided report of the House committee? 

Mr. McCone. We had a civilian group come in, Mr. Chairman. 
I think I have spoken to you about this before. 

It was made up of six or seven experienced businessmen from various 
parts of the country, and they examined our entire program to make 
recommendations for economies and changes, and it was a very 
effective group. They showed us how we could make a very sub- 
stantial cut in our program. That group examined this base and 
agreed with the location. 

I am not personally familiar with the details that they went into 
on this particular location, but perhaps General Timberlake is. 

General TimBERLAKE. I do not remember, sir, and I do not have 
their report here—any particular reference to this station. They did 
strongly recommend that we use stations that would not become ghost 
stations after the reduction in size of the Air Force. That was one 
of their general recommendations, and of course, these other two sites 
in this area became exactly that after we retracted our size after the 
last war. : 

Chairman Russe.u. Well, so did Raleigh-Durham, the difference 
being you spent $2 million at Raleigh-Durham and you spent $15 
million at the Seymour-Johnson Field. 

I do not know, I have not been there, but it says— 

There is no exaggeration to say that Raleigh-Durham consists of an airfield, 
reception room, and control tower. 

They haven’t even got a sewage-disposal plant, and it is 12 miles 
from either of the two cities and no adequate water, whereas at the 
other one you spent $15 million and have all the utilities, water sup- 
plies, sewage plants, steamheating system, 3 miles of railroad spur, 
hospital area, underground facilities for gasoline storage, and you are 
going to leave that in a ghost city place and build an entirely new 
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one here that you have got no assurance will not become a ghost if 
you do retract the size of the Air Force, and nobody knows when the 
Air Force is going to be retracted. 

I hope we can do it in the near future, but personally my own 
opinion is we are going to have to keep a pretty good Air Force for 
the next 20 years, and maybe longer. 

General TimperLake. Well, sir, there is one other advantage I 
think that Mr. McCone mentioned, and that is suppose there weren’t 
any other activity, this Raleigh-Durham Airport is located so it has 
a great commercial use and would build up our airdrome system 
throughout the United States due to the population that it serves. 

Chairman Russgeuiu. Are you going to run these commercial planes 
off of there if you build this base, or aren’t you going to permit them 
to come in there now? 

Colonel Mappux. The airlines will be regularly scheduled to go 
in there, sir. 

Chairman Russeuu. So a lot of the improvement will be largely 
for the benefit of the commercial airlines. 1 have no objection to that. 

We have got to keep strong commercial aviation, but it looks awfully 
bad to me to throw away this $15 million of permanent improvements 
at Goldsboro and build this base up there. 

Well, I have another letter here that I wish to call to the attention 
of the Secretary and his staff. It is addressed to me by Senator 
Gillette. He asked a question with respect to it. 

My Dear Cuarrman: I have noted the debate in the House of Representatives 
over the expenditures contemplated with special reference to the eo »struction of 
new airports and facilities for the Air Force. I refer particularly t» discussions 
of Chairman Vinson and Congressmen Gross and Hoeven of the State of Iowa 
or" to the expenditure of $19 million for new airport facilities at Grandview, 
avlQ, 

I am concerned because we have an air base at Sioux City, Iowa, which was 
built during World War II at a cost of $12 million. This base now stands idle 
although it has adequate runways, buildings, hangars, electric power and sewer 
systems which could readily be made available. We also have a fine airport at 
Ottumwa which was used by the Navy during World War II, now standing idle. 

Now, aceording to the discussion in the House above referred to, the Air Force 
is contemplating an expenditure of $19 million for a new base in the same area. 
The argument. that the military experts have determined that particular sites are 
necessary to fit into their present program by no means is an answer to me or the 
people of lowa for not utilizing these two air bases representing approximately 
$20 million. 

I dislike very much, as you well know, to raise any questions publicly that in 
the slightest would endanger our policy of military security. However, I cannot 
possibly see how there is any security involved in this case. Unless I am able 
to secure some definite information from the Air Force that these two bases in 
lowa will be utilized, 1 cannot vote millions more to support construction of 
new bases in the same geographical location. To date, I have been unable to 
secure any reason why these bases cannot be utilized. 

I respectfully recommend that this matter be called to the attention of your 
committee. 

Sincerely, 
Guy M. GILuLerre. 


What do you gentlemen have to say with respect to that? 

Secretary FinLerrer. Senator, the first base in lowa was Sioux 
City. Was there a second base Senator Gillette was referring to in 
lowa? 

Chairman Russe.u. Yes, sir, a naval base. Of course, we have 
never been able to get very much understanding between the Air 
Force and the Naval Air on these base matters. They operate en- 
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tirely independent, it seems to me, but he says here—I know nothing 
about it— 

We also have a fine airport at Ottumwa which was used by the Navy during 
World War II, now standing idle. 

Secretary Fintetrer. Well, Senator, in the first place I would like 
to say that I think we have had considerable cooperation from the 
Navy and also from the Army on the matter of bases. The Navy 
has made available to us several bases, such as Camp Shoemaker. 

Chairman Russexii. Well, Sampson, I think, is the outstanding 
one, 

Secretary Fintetrer. And the Army also has made available to 
us certain bases. Now as far as this Ottumwa base is concerned, I 
will again get Mr. McCone to give the details, but I do remember 
that the Ottumwa base is a base on the Navy program which they 
are holding as a mobilization potential base, and I believe that we 
did at one time make a request for Ottumwa; did we not? 

Mr. McConr. Yes. 

Secretary Fintetrer. And were unable to persuade the Navy to 
give it to us, the Navy having established a requirement for it for 
their own needs. 

Mr. McConst. The Navy has a requirement for that base under 
conditions of mobilization. They took the position that they would 
release the base to us providing we agreed that in the event of war, 
and they were required to expand, the base would revert to them. 

Chairman Russe.u. Of course, you could not accept those terms. 

Mr. McConz. We could not accept that because that would be 
exactly the time when we would need the base. The Navy would not 
change their position and consequently we were unable to accept 
Ottumwa. 

Chairman Russpiu. Now, as far as Sioux City is concerned, I 
think Senator Gillette is making the point that Sioux City is an avail- 
able base which is not being used and should have been used instead 
of the use of the base at Grandview, Mo. Will you speak to that? 

Mr. McCons. Yes. Sioux City was considered by the Air Force 
for utilization as a tactical base in the 95-wing program, but it was 
not included as it was more economical to place the unit at Offutt 
Air Base. The Air Force is continually studying requirements and 
evaluating various facilities. 

In other words, we studied Sioux City as a location for one of our 
tactical units, but decided to put the field over at Offutt at Omaha. 

Chairman Russe.u. Of course, the Members of Congress are lay- 
men and they are not engineers and they:lack a great deal of being 
experts in aviation, but I should tell you gentlemen that there is a 
very strong feeling on the Hill here that the services generally—and 
it is not confined to the Air Force—do not take into consideration the 
investments that we have made in World War II. 

If you decide you want a new base you just go ahead and build a 
new base, and you could utilize to a much greater degree these millions 
and millions of dollars worth of facilities that are scattered all over 
country that were constructed in World War II. 

There can be some minor disadvantages, but there would be a 
great advantage if we could save 15 to 20 million dollars on even one 
location. 
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When you go to putting in all these water facilities and steam heat- 
ing plants seit sewer systems in these new bases, you are going to find 
it costs you now about twice what it did during World War II, and 
you have got them on the ground all over this country that were put 
in there and could be utilized. 

I say we are not enough experts to debate the matter with you from 
a tactical or strategic standpoint, but from the standpoint of the 
economics involved there is the feeling that these facilities that were 
built during World War II are entitled to the most careful considera- 
tion. 

Senator SauronstaLu. Mr. Chairman, might I ask this. Mr. Fin- 
letter, just listening to this conversation, I would like to ask this 
question. Why couldn’t Congress order the Navy to give up that 
base at Ottumwa to you? It seems to me we have got to take some 
calculated risks, to use that expression. 

If war comes and the Navy needs a base out there, perhaps they 
could go into Sioux City, perhaps they could build a new base, but we 
hope and pray that we are building up this force so there will not be 
war, and if there will not be war, there is a field, as I listened to Mr. 
McCone, at Ottumwa that the Navy only wants if there is war, and 
you gentlemen need a new base out there. 

It seems to me, I will not say “obvious,” but it seems to me there 
is reasonable justification for saying that somebody, Congress or the 
President or the Secretary of Defense, should order the Navy to give 
you that base. 

Chairman Russruu. I want to say one thing about the Navy. If 
they ever get anything, they hang on to it pretty well. They are much 
slower to declare their stuff surplus and dispose of it than the other 
branches of the service, and if they can see even a remote need any 
time in the future, why they cling to their establishments and installa- 
tions very well. They know how to take care of the Navy. 

The Navy, over a long period of years, has somehow or other man- 
aged to get in there with air bases. They have something to operate 
out of whenver the time comes. 

Secretary Finuerrer. Senator, I would like to say that we are 
trying to apply the principles that you have just mentioned, and I am 
not saying that we have been 100 percent perfect in it, but it is for the 
reason that we are deeply concerned with what you say that I brought 
out in my presentation the point that we only are using six new bases 
within the continental United States. 

Now General Timberlake and Colonel Maddux have a presentation 
which bears on this particular point which I think might interest 
you at sometime during the course of your hearing which goes into 
this question. 

General TimprerLaKke. Yes, sir. It shows how our requirements 
were generated for these bases and how they were satisfied and the 
various factors that went into the choice of bases, and if the chairman 
will permit, it will take about 30 minutes, but it gives you a view of this 
whole 95-wing program and the bases necessary for it which will give 
a better understanding of why the individual bases are needed. 

Chairman Russeutu. I do not doubt but what you can make a 
fine showing on it, and you probably would present it in‘such a way 
that we could not answer it, or I could net, but going back to this 
North Carolina thing, it is difficult to understand when it comes down 
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to the question of air miles, there is really no difference whether that 
thing is at Goldsboro or halfway between Raleigh and Durham. 

I imagine it is 100 miles difference, but in the over-all there does 
not seem to me to be any strategic or tactical difference as to whether 
the base is located at Goldsboro or Raleigh-Durham. I could be in 
error about that. 

The way pane fly now it seems to me there could not be any 
great deal of difference in a matter of that kind. You could make 
a case, | suppose, in such a way that it would be difficult for a lay- 
man to take issue. : 

Secretary Finuerrer. Well, Senator, I do want to point out 
that we would not try to make a case which would confuse the issue. 
This decision as between these three bases in North Carolina was a 
decision made by men who are fallible and may have been wrong. 
They think they were right. 

Secretary McCone thinks they were right and the House sub- 
committee thinks they are right. We will be very glad to present 
the facts to you. leas Maddux, I think, eae is the most 
qualified officer. 

General TimperLake. That is correct, sir. 

Secretary Finterrer. And we would be very glad to have him give 
you the details as to why the Air Force did choose Raleigh-Durham 
among these three bases. 

Chairman Russeiu. Well, I think we had better hear a little 
something on that before we get through, because I am not at all 
satisfied about it, if the facts stated in this House subcommittee 
report are correct. 

Senator Srennis. Are those reports available, Mr, Chairman? _ 

Chairman RusskELu. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Is it in this regular report? 

Chairman Russeuu. No. 

Secretary Finterrer. The special report, Senator. 

General TimperRLake. Mr. Chairman, Colonel Maddux is the assist- 
ant for air bases in the Deputy Chief of Staff Operations office, and 
he will point out the pertinent facts concerning the selection with 
your permission, sir. 

Chairman Russet. All right. 

Colonel Mappux. The principal factor to recommend the location 
of this unit at Raleigh turned on the fact that in the vicinity of 
Raleigh-Durham there are presently some 35,895 dwelling units. At 
Seymour-Johnson there are 5,977, and at Laurenberg-Maxton there 
are only 3,515. 

Chairman RussgEwu. I did not get that. 

Colonel Mappux. There are 35,895 dwelling units, houses, in 
the vicinity of Raleigh-Durham. This is a 10-year base. 

We cannot, under the law, put in Wherry housing at a 10-year base. 
That is the principal reason which meant to us that if we were going 
to put this base at a location where there was any reasonable absorp- 
tion in the dwelling capacity of the area, it had to be at Raleigh- 
Durham. 

Chairman Russgexu. Of course, a number of dwelling units in an 
area does not mean a great deal unless you know how many peo ,le 
there are to occupy those dwelling units, and everybody knows if 
you go by that you would put it in New York City because you have 





MILITARY AND NAVAL CONSTRUCTION 195 


more dwelling units there than you would anywhere else in the United 
States. 

What examination was made to determine how many of them are 
vacant? This House subcommittee report would indicate a higher 
percentage of vacancies in the Goldsboro area than in Raleigh- 
Durham. Of course, there are not as many units, but a higher per- 
centage of available spaces. 

Colonel Mappux. Yes, sir, we did. We made a very detailed 
study. We found a normal occupancy in Raleigh-Durham. It is true 
there are some houses presently available in Goldsboro. That is 
quite correct. 

Raleigh-Durham seemed to us to be an average community, and 
somewhere, if I can locate it, we had detailed figures on the rental 
capacities of Raleigh-Durham, I think it was the best that we could 
find in the area that is required for the location of this from an opera- 
tional point of view. 

In other words, at this field it is necessary for us to locate it in this 
general area because the troop-carrier units have to work with the 
Army, the large Army concentrations there. It is true from an 
operational point of view Raleigh-Durham and Goldsboro are the 
same. Either of them, from an operational point of view, are satis- 
factory. 

Chairman Russge.u. Is this statement substantially right, that 
there is a deficiency of water? You are going to have to build a 
water line to Raleigh-Durham, is that correct? 

Mr. McConsg. That is correct. 

General Myers. Yes, sir, that is right. 

Chairman Russe... And that you are going to have to build a 
railroad spur to Raleigh- Durham. You have already got one at 
Goldsboro. You have not got any sewage-disposal plant at Raleigh- 
Durham. You will have to construct one, whereas there is one that 
is already adequate at Goldsboro. 

You have underground facilities for gasoline storage already in 
being at Goldsboro. You are going to have to build them at Raleigh- 
Durham. It seems to me that those things are about as important 
as housing. You can build an awful lot of houses for what you can 
build a sewage-disposal plant for, or a water system. 

General Myrrs. Mr. Chairman, those figures are correct, and our 
estimated additional cost at Raleigh-Durham is as stated in that. 
report approximately $10 million. 

As Colonel Maddux pointed out, under our present policies, of 
course, We cannot construct family housing under the Wherry Housing 
Act at a nonpermanent station, and under our present policies we 
have not been able to budget for appropriate fund housing at these 
nonpermanent stations except for these few people required to live 
on the base. 

Chairman Russe.u. They claim according to this report that they 
have a good many units there at Goldsboro. I do not know. 

You gentlemen know more about this than I do over all, but I 
know the areas that I have any detailed knowledge of, that you get 
a great deal more enthusiastic cooperation from a city of modest 
size than you do from large cities when you come to deal with one 
of these bases. I have observed that particularly down at Albany, Ga. 
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You have got a little installation down there with which you are 
erhaps familiar. If the Air Force wants anything out there at Turner 
ield, if they let the people in Albany know about it, they mighty 

near go about getting it up for them somehow, whether it is Wherry 
housing or whatever else it is, where if you had that same station at 
Atlanta you could show an awful lot more houses around there, but 
they are liable to be only mildly interested in it because it would not 
mean as much to them. 

It is one of my Scotch instincts that when you have got all these 
permanent facilities down there at Goldsboro, it certainly looks: ex- 
va to me to go and duplicate them at increased cost up there at 

aleigh. 

General Myers. Mr. Chairman, may I say that I think this is cer- 
tainly the exception to our determinations to utilize the maximum 
existing facilities. 

In other words, we surveyed all bases, all prospective bases very 
carefully, with a view to taking and using the base that already had 
the maximum facilities existing, and therefore would end up with the 
least money being expended from the Federal budget. 

This is the exception to that rule due to these overriding considera- 
tions as evidenced by the Preparedness Subcommittee report of doing 
something for our families in trying to stop this breaking up ‘of 
families. 

Chairman RusseLLt. How much personnel do you propose to station 
at this base? 

Colonel Mappux. We require 1,700 family-type dwelling units. 

Chairman Russe.u. That still does not answer the question. 
General Myrrs. Around 6,000. 

Colonel Mappvux. About 6,000 people altogether. 

Chairman RussetL. How many did you have stationed at Raleigh- 
Durham during World War II? You had a tremendous complement 
of people down there at Goldsboro, didn’t you? 

General Myers. Yes, sir, it was a big complement there, around 
30,000. Of course, that was during World War ITI conditions. 

Chairman Russetu. I understand. How many did you have at 
Raleigh-Durham? 

General Myers. About 30,000 at Goldsboro. I do not know at 
Raleigh-Durham. 

Senator SatronsTaLu. Mr. Chairman, I must go to the floor. I 
would like to just make a request of the Chairman that in order to be 
able to answer Senator Gillette capably, that the Navy be asked to 

ive us an explanation in writing as to why that base at Ottumwa, 
Sowtk: could not be turned over to the Air Force, which apparently the 
Air Force could use if the Navy would be willing to turn it over. 

Chairman Russeiu. Without objection, Colonel Galusha, you will 
prepare a letter for my signature to the Secretary of the Navy, re- 
questing that as expeditiously as possible. 

Have you made the statement you desired to make as to why you 
could not utilize the Sioux City facilities? Have you completed the 
record on that now? 

General TIMBERLAKE. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Fintetrer. Perhaps the chairman might want a letter 
from us on that in more detail. 

Chairman RussE.Lu. In my judgment you had better think it over. 
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Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, before you leave the Raleigh- 
Durham matter, this was a choice between two existing fields, as I 
understand it. 

Secretary Finterrer. Three. 

Senator Stennis. And what did the House do on this matter? 

Secretary Finterrer. The House originally excluded it from its 
approval and then a subcommittee was appointed and the subcom- 
mittee in the report that you have there, Senator, approved Raleigh- 
Durham by a split vote of 4 to 2. 

Senator Stennis. What did the House of Representatives do itself, 
though? Is it in the bill now? 

Secretary Finuetrer. It is not in the bill. The report came in 
after the bill was on the floor. 

General TimBerRLAKE. That is correct, sir. 

Secretary FinLerrer. It was considered in conference. 

Senator Stennis. So they, in effect, just excluded it by not including 
it. 

Secretary Finuerrer. Yes; but then the matter will be taken up, 
presumably, in conference. 

Senator Stennis. So neither one of them is included in the bill? 

Secretary Finuterter. No. 

General TimBEeRLAKE. No; we are short one base for two wings. 

Chairman Rvussetu. They sent this subcommittee down there 
subsequent to their hearings, as I understand it, on the regular bill. 

I will now offer for the record at this juncture a letter from General 
Eaton, director of legislation and liaison, undertaking to answer the 
argument made by Senator Gillette’s letter as to why Grandview was 
selected instead of these two other bases. 

(The letter above referred to follows:) 


Avueust 28, 1951. 
Hon. Ricuarp B. Russe tt, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
United States Senate 


Dear Mr. Cuarrman: This letter is in reference to the Honorable Guy M. 
Gillette’s expressed interest in the utilization of the airfield facilities at Sioux 
City and Ottumwa, Iowa. The Air Force’s position with respect to the utiliza- 
tion of these airports has been discussed with Senator Gillette. I am sure that 
he fully appreciates and understands our views in this matter. 

When the expansion program generated requirements for additional installa- 
tions, the Air Fores was guided in its selection by the application of certain 
orinciples. First, it was decided what kind of a base was needed and where. 

he type of mission that the base is scheduled to perform has a direct bearing 
on the selection of the site. Then, careful consideration was given to locating the 
activity on an active Air Force base, or at a former military installation. Only 
when military necessity dictated otherwise, did we program for the construction 
of a new installation. By following such procedure, we are meeting our base 
requirements with a minimum expense to the taxpayer. 

he Air Force carefully considered the possibility of utilizing the airfield facili- 
ties at Ottumwa which are under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Navy. 
This installation was a naval training station during World War II, and could be 
made available to the Air Force on the condition that it would be returned to the 
Navy in case of mobilization. Since that would be the time the installation would 
be the most important to us, the Air Force could not utilize these facilities. 

The Grandview, Mo., Airport was selected to meet a requirement for the estab- 
lishment of Headquarters, Central Air Defense Force. This organization, by 
its very nature, had to be located in the central portion of the United States, in 
proximity to a major communication center. The surveys, conducted of the 
general area, revealed that this site was eminently suitable in all respects. In 
addition, it has outstanding communications advantages, including a keypoint on 
the long-lines principal toll routes; is served by and connected by cable with 
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Omaha, St. Louis, Oklahoma City, and Denver; and is part of a Nation-wide toll 
dialing system connecting large metropolitan areas. 

_ It also became necessary to program a new home base for Headquarters, Con- 
tinental Air Command. This command likewise requires extensive communica- 
tions, and a central location. In keeping with the policy of maximum utilization 
of a facility, Grandview was chosen for this activity. 

In accordance with our air defense plans, an interceptor unit is programed for 
Grandview. Incidentally, the establishing of these three activities at Grandview 
makes it possible to effect savings of approximately $6 million. 

The Air Force does not have a requirement for all of the excellent facilities, 
which were active during World War II, as we have not expanded to the extent 
we did during that period. The installation at Sioux City was constructed and 
utilized as a 4-engine bomber base and is adapted most readily to meeting that 
type of base requirement. It was not selected for inclusion in the 95-wing program 
as there were other installations which better served our needs. The Air Force, 
however, is planning to restudy certain formerly active air bases in order to deter- 
mine the feasibility of utilizing these bases in any further expansion program. 
The installation at Sioux City will be ineluded in these studies and will receive 
every consideration for Air Force utilization. 

Sincerely yours, 
Ropert E. L. Eaton, 
Brigadier General, USAF, 
Director, Legislation and Liaison, 

Chairman Russe.u. Senator Hunt? 

Senator Hunr, I was just going to ask, Mr. Secretary, would you 
have one of your staff write for me a statement with reference to 
reasons for not utilizing the Casper Air Base. 

Secretary FinLtetrer. We will be very glad to do that, Senator. 

Chairman Russet. If there are no further general questions, you 
may give your detailed presentation. 

General Timpertake. | will do that in three ways. I am going 
to demonstrate how these requirements were developed, the history 
of this program, and the criteria which we used, and that comes in 
conjunction with material that you are interested in, sir, before we 
start the base-by-base discussion. If that is satisfactory, we will 
proceed. 

Chairman Russe. That will be all right; yes, sir. 

General TimperLakeE. Colonel Maddux. 

Colonel Mappux. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the purpose of 
my talk concerns the deployment of the Air Force which requires the 
public works authorization which you now have before you for con- 
sideration. I shall give a broad general picture of our entire air base 
structure. : 

Such detailed justification as you may require will be provided by 
a subsequent speaker The security classification of the material I 
am about to present is secret, and by regulation, may be given in 
executive session only and must not appear in records of hearings or 
other documents open to public inspection. 

Chairman Russeuu. Right there, Colonel, is everything you are 
going to say in that classification? 

Colonel Mappux. Just about everything I have is in that classifi- 
cation. 

Chairman Russg.v. All right, sir. 

(Diseussion off the record.) 

Colonel Mappux. Before closing I should say a few words about 
the actions taken by this Government in obtaining the military rights 
in foreign lands necessary before we may construct overseas bases. 
The military requirements of the three departments are assembled 





MILITARY AND NAVAL CONSTRUCTION 199 


under the guidance of the Defense Department. At the request of 
the Defense Department, the State Department undertakes negotia- 
tions to obtain these rights. As may be expected, negotiations de- 
signed to place the Armed Forces of the United States on sovereign 
soul of other countries are usually difficult and tedious. Obviously, 
they are not all uniformly successful. In many areas we have quite 
satisfactory agreements. Negotiations are now in progress in many 
countries to obtain the military rights which we require for the full 
use of our forces 

In negotiating these agreements every effort has. been made to get 
the longest tenure of operation obtainable. In dealing with NATO 
nations we have sought to make these agreements effective during the 
period of the North Atlantic Treaty. We have in any event usually 
been successful in obtaining agreements which: contemplate our use 
of foreign bases as long as the present condition of world uncertainty 
continues. The Air Force is sparing no efforts to expedite the suc- 

cessful conclusion of negotiations for military rights in all overseas 
areas necessary to our operations. 

I should comment briefly on the procedure followed by the Air 
Force in the selection of air base sites in the continental United States. 
Following the determination of a new force composition, records 
available to the Air Force, the other military departments, the Civil 
Aeronautics Administration, and data provided by various munici- 
palities who desire the Air Force to utilize their locations are carefully 
reviewed to make an initial determination of those sites which appear 
to best meet the operational requirement. Following this, the Head- 
quarters of the Air Force appoints teams to make on-site surveys of 
the locations involved. These groups confer with appropriate civic 
and airport officials, They are particularly concerned with the present 
value of government investments in. the location. They consider 
carefully factors of weather, terrain, extensibility of runways, cost 
of rehabilitation of existing buildings, availability of communications, 
and the cost of additional land where such is required. They also 
inquire into the housing capability of the urban areas in the vicinity 
of the location. They particularly inquire into community attitude 
toward the contemplated Air Force use of the installation. Long- 
time usability of the facility in the general airport structure of the 
United States is of interest. Its long-term value in the training of the 
civilian components of the Armed Forces is scrutinized. In an effort 
to obtain an efficient operation at minimum cost to the Government, 
we concern ourselves carefully with the off-base housing capacity, 
the schools, public transportation, recreational and church facilities. 

Based upon the findings of our on-site survey group, the major 
commanders make recommendations to the Air Staff as to the sites 
which should be chosen. These recommendations, when acted upon 
by the Air Installations Board, are reviewed by the Chief of Staff and 
by the Under Secretary of the Air Force, and may then become a part 
of the program. 

Where conflicts arise over the use of an airport by the Air Force and 
by civil aviation interests, the Air Force calls upon the Airport Use 
Panel for assistance. This panel, composed of representatives of the 
Civil Aeronautics Administration, the Civil Aeronautics Board, of civil 
industry, and of the Defense Department has been created for the 
purpose of inquiring into the over-all best use which should be 
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made of airport facilities. Where required, the panel holds public 
hearings in order to get all the facts on a particular situation. This 
panel then makes a recommendation to the various Government 
agencies involved. 

The Air Force program which is being presented to you for considera- 
tion has been comet in accordance with the procedure which I have 
here briefly outlined and represents what the Air Force believes to be 
necessary to meet the requirements of national defense. In the prepa- 
ration of this program, consideration was given from strategic require- 
ments to what airman John Doe is going to do in his off-duty hours, 
while at the same time considering the public interest, civil aviation 
requirements and the post-emergency use of facilities constructed with 
public funds. 

Chairman Russe. All right, General Timberlake. 

General Timpertake. Mr. Chairman, I have a prepared statement 
which would take about 10 minutes, but most of the data has been 
covered by questions, and I would just like to high-light it before we 
go to the next step, sir, if that is satisfactory to you. I can read the 
whole thing, sir. We have covered most of it, sir. 

One thing I wanted to point out was that we had previous informal 
authorization from this committee to build, construct, and expand 
some of our training facilities. Do you remember we appeared last 
February, sir. 

That has never been authorized by the Congress, the House of the 
Congress, and it is necessary to include that in this authorization, and 
that is a large part of the difference between the funding and the 
authorization requested. 


Mr. McCone brought out the fact that we had done considerable 
screening of this program. The actual figure as received from the 
commands and their requirements was done, and what it ends up with 
is just 46 percent of the as request. This was cut in various 


stages, as explained by Mr. Finletter. 
f the money appropriated so far, we have 75 percent under con- 
tract today, and we are rapidly bringing the balance under contract, 

I have three charts, sir, or rather five charts that I would like to 
point out quickly. This is the over-all program, 3.5 million that we 
are asking for authorization of which funding is 2.403. That is di- 
vided in the United States 2 for authorization, 1.3 funding, 1.4 over- 
seas, and 945 million for funding. 

Chairman RusseLu. When you use the word “funding,’’ you mean 
that is the amount you are seeking appropriations this year for fiscal 
1952? 

General TimperLAKeE. That is correct, sir, and you will note here 
that we are utilizing some previous authorizations granted by the 
Congress, these dark figures in here, which amount to about $179,- 
319,000. 

This is how the construction program is broken down into the dif- 
ferent types of bases. These are complete bases. 

You see, operational support facilities count for 49 percent of the 
total authorization with our training facilities coming second with 21 

ercent. 
' The funding, our request for funds is even more apparent in the 
emphasis we put on the operational support facilities, which is 64 
percent of that request to be funded. This goes through the other 
category, reserve defense and classified facilities. 
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Senator Stennis. Going back to the training, what particular kind 
of training is that? I do not know that that Fea been touched upon. 
You have your basic training, of course. That does not include ex- 
penditures for basic training, does it? 

General Trwperuake. Yes, sir. Not the entire basic training ex- 
penditures, sir. 

This comprises our indoctrination training, our technical training, 
our flying training, and of the flying training there are several cate- 
gories of which basic is one. Now that is being done largely through 
contractor operated schools. 

Senator Srennis. But this is a building program for training that 
you are talking about. 

General TimperR.LAke. That is right, sir, and we go through basic 
training, advance single engine, sauitionsinse. and the CCT is combat 
crew training schools. 

Senator Stennis. My thought was that you trained so many 
during the recent war that it looks like you would have facilities to 
take care of most that you are training now. 

General Timpertake. A lot of those facilities disappeared. Gen- 
eral Disosway, the Director of Training, is right here. 

Senator Stennis. No; I do not want to interrupt you. Go ahead. 

General TimpertaAKe. The next chart shows our allocation of 
bases overseas, and you see it is 94 percent. Of course, there is no 
training overseas, and here are the depots coming next. 

Chairman Russet. Just a minute, that last item in the left-hand 
column, what is that, communication, Nav aid facilities? 

General TrmperRitAke. Thaf is correct. It is radar, communication 
from point to point and air to ground. It also includes all the ground- 
controlled approach and ILS landing systems and the lighting of 
those fields. 

Chairman Russe.u. Most of that is really a part of your opera- 
tional item, isn’t it? 

General TrmpeRtake. That is correct, sir. 

Chairman RussgE.u. It goes into your bases. 

General TimpeRLAKE. It is a support of the operations. 

This is another category breakdown and shown how our total pro- 
gram is broken down into the individual items on a base, and you will 
see here that the troop housing is by far the largest category. 

We are requesting 31 percent of this total bill for troop housing, 
the authorization 29 percent for funding. Second comes our airfield 
pavements. Then we run our fuel storage, the maintenance facilities 
and utilities which are the major items. That is the United States 
breakdown, sir. : 

In the overseas it varies considerably. Here still our troop housing 
runs very high, which is run a close second by our operational facili- 
ties, particularly in the pavements, parking aprons, taxiways, et 
cetera, and the quid fuel storage and dispensing which all has to be 
new overseas practically. 

Chairman Russeti. What does that RD test mean, General? 

General TIMBERLAKE. Reserve and development and testing, sir, 
is carried under one category. 

Chairman Russetyu, I understand. I just did not coordinate. 

General TrmBEeRLAKE. Yes, sir. That concludes-my part of this 
explanation of the program, sir, and what comes up next is your 
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interest in the various criteria used in developing this program. It 
is more or less the level of sufficiency that is provided, and I would 
like to ask General Brownfield to take over now and explain these 
charts to you. 

General BrownFieLp. Criteria or yardsticks by which Air Force 
requirements are developed are constantly undergoing change due to 
many demands imposed by changes in types and performance of air- 
craft and equipment. A constant and continujng effort is made to 
refine these criteria to the end that Air Force requirements are held 
to a minimum without sacrificing operational capabilities. 

The purpose of this portion of the presentation is to present some 
of the more significant criteria used in the development of the fiscal 
year 1952. construction program which is now under consideration 
before this committee. 

With the expansion and acceleration of the Air Force construction 
program, it was determined that we would use two standards of con- 
struction. These standards are outlined on this chart. 

We have permanent 25-year life, semipermanent 10-year life. On 
the permanent 25-year life, we make maximum use of on-site materials; 
we use masonry or wood framing, continuous foundation, shingle 
roof, dry wall interior, concealed wiring and plumbing, hardwood or 
composition floors and good quality fixtures. We use this type of 
construction on all bases which are planned for retention in the post- 
war Air Force, and on the strength of July 1, 1950. We are going to 
use this type of construction at certain fighter intercepter squadron 
deployment bases and for reserve forces. 

The 10-year life construction is made of prefabricated wood shelf 
or light frame, on grade slabs or piers, has a light shingle or paper roof. 
Only the essential interior trim and seal and good quality fixtures. 

We use this type of construction on all bases not planned for reten- 
tion for postwar Air Force, and for the required build-up beyond the 
July ’50 strength on those bases to be retained for postwar use. This 
takes care of preventing an overbuilding on our permanent bases 
bevond the strength which is needed to support a postwar Air Force. 

Airmen’s dormitories generally are constructed of masonry. The 
Corps of Engineers based on these two types of construction then 
priced our construction program. 

My next chart illustrates our pavement criteria and lighting criteria 
for our airfields. We have two gross loads which we consider, 400,000 
gross load on eight wheels, or 200,000 on four wheels, and 50,000 
pounds on two wheels. 

As an example, our runways for a heavy bomber require a runway 
300 feet wide by 10,000 feet in length, with taxiways 100 feet in width, 
and it requires 400,000 square yards of parking apron. 

The MB’s transport wing requires. 200 feet width, 9,000 feet 
in length, with 75 feet wide taxiways, and a medium bomber transport 
wing requires 570,000. A fighter wing requires 150 feet. by 8,000, 
75-foot taxiways, with apron of 120,000 square yards per wing. 

I would like to point out the runway length increases with either 
temperature or elevation. These are all calculated at sea level, 59° 
temperature. 

Training bases where we train our pilots, we add a safety factor to 
the length of runway. 

Chairman Russe... How thiek do you build those runways? 
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General BrownFIzELp. Sir, it all depends. We build to support the 
load, and every area will vary tremendously because of the subsoil. 
It depends absolutely on the area. It varies in every area, 

Chairman Russevu. Are any of them over a foot thick? I am 
talking about the concrete or the hard pavements. 

General BrownrigLp. I do not believe we are building any over a 
foot thick. 

General Myers. Yes, sir; your concrete pavement, what you call 
the rigid type of pavement, say, for average soil conditions will run 
about 14 inches, sir, for our heavy aircraft, but as General Brownfield 
said, it will depend on the bearing value of the soil in each case. 

General BrowNFiELD. The lighting criteria for our bases, we provide 
high intensity of the main instrument runway on our permanent 25- 

year life bases, and we provide contact lighting on. all the other run- 
ways, but on the main runway high intensity. On our 10-year life 
or semipermanent bases, we use this contact lighting on all runways 
in use. 

My next chart illustrates the requirements for fuel storage on our 
bases. In recent months it has been necessary to provide for more 
rapid and improved methods of refueliag in order to utilize our equip- 
ment to the fullest advantage. We provided these improved methods 
by use of high speed hydrant and high capacity systems. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

peed BrownFIkLD. Operating storage for POL is placed under- 
ground. Operating storage is defined and calculated at twice the 
capacity of the assigned aircraft. The additional fuel beyond the 
operating is placed above ground in storage tanks. 

On training bases we provide 2 days’ jet supply of fuel requirements 
underground, with the balance of the (off record) supply in above- 
ground tankage. 

This next chart illustrates the requiremeats. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Geaeral BRowNFIELD. My ext chart gives the criteria for troop 
housing dormitories and BOQ’s. la general, we provide dormitory 
type cubicle barracks for our airmen at 72 square feet per man, except 
ta indoctrination ceaters where open bay barracks are used, and when 
required the square footage is reduced to 60 square feet per student 
for carrying peak loads only. 

On our 25-year life installation, the dormitory spaces are provided 
at the rate of 80 percent of the June 30, 1950, strength plus 100 per- 
cent of the additional build-up strength. BOQ spaces are provided 
at the rate of 7% percent of the officer strength based on the June 
30, 1950, strength plus 100 percent of the additional build-up strength. 

However, this additional build-up strength in both cases is refined 
and adjusted to take advantage of any available housing in the area 
in the adjoining towns or cities. 

On our 10-year life installations, we provide dormitories and BOQ 
spaces on the bases of 100 percent of the total airmen and officer 
strength. There again it is always adjusted to whatever the commu- 
nity can offer us. 

My next chart illustrates our family, total family housing require- 
ments. 

(Discussion off the record.) 
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As you can see here within the United States on our 25-year basis 
we have a requirement on June 30 of 86,959, and under the 95-wing 
build-up we require 106,785 sets. 

We have against this available permanent sets for 5,414, we have 
semipermanent sets 10,114, we are building 29,071 sets. We are 
asking for authorization for 513 sets with 274 for appropriation. Of 
this 513 sets, 479 of those sets are for our base at Limestone, Maine. 
The other 34 sets are for our other additional new bases coming into 
the program to provide a minimum of 5 sets per base. 

On our semipermanent bases we have a requirement for 52,940 sets. 
Against that we have only 1,083 available. We are asking for 
authorization for 233 and appropriation of 233 which is based on 5 
sets per base. 

Overseas on our permanent bases we have a requirement for 15,537, 
and to meet the build-up of 17,294. We have available 3,275. We 
are asking for authorization for 3,992, with 1,064 to be constructed. ' 

(Discussion oft the record.) 

Our communications facilities in this program are being provided 
for in this program to provide effective communications for the posi- 
tive direct control of long-range strategic Air Force operations and 
to provide for the efficient operation of an all-weather Air Force 
and general safety in flight. 

We are providing operational facilities required for administrative 
control and protection of flying activities, such as control towers, 
briefing and dispatching buildings, crash stations, alert facilities, 
reconnaissance technical laboratories, and similar facilities. 

This program provides for aircraft maintenance on an austerit 
basis and includes items such as hangars, nose docks, and shops which 
are peculiar to aircraft maintenance. 

Training facilities are provided in this program and include such 
items as classroom buildings, buildings for bomb trainers, navigation 
trainers, and similar items. 

This program provides minimum administrative space for major 
command headquarters based on 150 square feet per person. e 
space is designed for the particular activity to be housed and for 
subordinate echelons we use standardized criteria based upon the 
type of unit concerned. 

This program provides bakeries only at those locations where the 
anticipated amount of construction costs will be amortized in 4 to 
6 years. 

This program provides for laundries and dry-cleaning plants only 
where no Government or adequate commercial facilities ‘are available 
within 100-mile area and where, by multishift operations, we can amor- 
tize construction costs in 2% years and these facilities are being con- 
centrated on our permanent bases. 

All commissaries in this program are in accordance with the provi- 
sions of the Armed Services Commissary Store Regulation, August 1, 
1941. Commissary sales stores are provided only when like subsist- 
ence items cannot be procured from sources which are adequate, 
readily accessible, and at reasonable prices and where sufficient per- 
sonnel are stationed to make the operation feasible. (In zone of the 
interior, 24 commissaries for storage and issue to troops, 4 with sales 
store: Edwards, Amarillo, Langley, and Limestone; overseas, 3 for 
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storage and issue to troops, 4 with sales store: Eielson, Ladd, Elmen- 
dorf, and Naha.) 

Airmen clubs are provided based on the population of the post and 
full requirements have not been met in this program. 

This program provides for chapels on a greatly reduced scale and 
provides only one chapel for a base where no existing facilities are now 
present. 

Gymnasiums are included in this program in only a few isolated and 
cold locations where indoor training is required. 

Utilities are provided in this program to include expansion of sewer 
mains, water mains, power lines, telephone lines, expansion of central 
plants, substations, and similar facilities which are demanded by the 
programed construction. 

Land acquisition is provided at a minimum to provide for facilities 
in the program. 

Medical facilities are provided in this program as approved by the 
Armed Forces Medical Council and OSD. This program does not 
provide for the total facilities which are required. 

Storage facilities are provided on an austere basis and include such 
items as paved open-storage areas, warehousing, cold storage, supply 
and issue buildings, ammunition storage, came storage, bottled gas 
storage, heavy equipment parts, and similar facilities. 

Shops are provided in this program to provide such facilities as 
notor-vehicle shops, special-purpose vehicle shops, reclamation shops, 
air installations shops, and other types of shops other than those 
devoted exclusively to aircraft maintenance. 

Auditoriums are provided in this program at a seat capacity equal 
to one-tenth of the base population. The Motion Picture Service 
recommends capacity at one-sixth base population, so we have re- 
duced that. 

Post exchanges are provided under a normal criteria based on the 
post utilization and strength. 

We provide cafeterias at bases where the civilian population and a 
lack of adjacent commercial facilities require such measures. The 
size of the cafeteria is determined by the requirement. 

Thank you, sir. 

Chairman Russett. How much more do you have, General? 

General TimperRLaKE. That concludes all the broad build-up of the 
program, sir. Now we are ready to provide you in detail with any- 
thing the committee wants on a base-by-base examination. 

Chairman Russe. I do not propose to go into those. We have 
the House hearings available. If you have anything additional to 
submit on this, I wish you would submit it by way of memorandum. 

General TimBerRLaAkeE. Correct, sir. We will do that. 

Chairman Russe.u. You went into all of the details showing all 
your bases? 

General TimBERLAKE. Yes, sir; base by base. 

Chairman Russe v. It is all included in the House hearings? 

General TimBERLAKE. Yes, sir; it is. 

Chairman Russg.t. I shall incorporate that in these hearings, and 
there is no need of going over them again. Anyone interested in the 
details can read them. 


88605—51 14 
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General TimBeRLAKE. We are about 2 weeks in front of the House, 
although the report does not show it. They did examine in great de- 
tail our program. 

General Myers. Mr. Chairman, I would like to introduce in the 
record the information you wanted on the number of permanent bases 
in this program. Of the total 309 bases, 96 are permanent or we call 
them 25-year bases, and 213 are 10-year bases. 

Chairman Russe.ui. Anything further? 

General TimBeRLAKE. No, sir. 

Chairman Russx.u. If not, gentlemen, the committee will stand in 
recess until 10 o’clock in the morning. 

Thank you, gentlemen. 

(Whereupon, at 1:10 p. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene at 
10 a. m., Thursday, August 30, 1951.) 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 30, 1951 


Unrrep Srares SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 

The committee met, pursuant to recess, at 10:05 a. m., in Room 212, 
Senate Office Building, Senator Richard B. Russell (chairman) 
presiding. 

Present: Senators Russell (chairman), Hunt, Stennis, Bridges, and 
Saltonstall. 

Also present: Mark H. Galusha of the committee staff. 

Chairman RusseLui. The committee will come to order. 

The first witness the committee will hear this morning is the 
distinguished junior Senator from Idaho, Senator Welker. Senator 
Welker has a matter that he desires to present to the committee. We 
will be glad to have him make any statement he desires. 


STATEMENT OF HON. HERMAN WELKER, UNITED STATES SENATOR 
FROM THE STATE OF IDAHO, ACCOMPANIED BY GEORGE 
GREEN, ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 


Senator Weiker. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, I have spoken individually, I think to every member 
of the Armed Services Committee and many members of the Defense 
Establishment. 

I come here as the junior Senator from Idaho, well acquainted with 
the physical properties of the entire State, and at my suggestion I 
have had prepared and delivered to every member of the Armed 
Services Committee and to every member of our Defense Establish- 
ment, that is, the executives of our Defense Establishment, a very 
complete brochure which covers the matter which I wish to testify 
about at this time, to wit, the college and aviation facilities available 
for military defense. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge this committee today to see to it that an 
investigation is made of the physical properties of the Northern 
Idaho College of Education, which is located im northern Idaho at 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

As I have before told members of this committee, due to an 
economy-minded legislature and the assumption that they should 
consolidate their educational facilities in the State of Idaho, a very 
fine and splendid institution by legislative action was cut off from 
further use to the State of Idaho. 

I wish to say to you, Mr. Chairman, at this time I can offer to you 
on behalf of the State of Idaho, an entire campus, buildings, and edu- 
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cational facilities of a major institution which can be utilized by any 
one of the branches of our armed services for vocational training or 
training of personnel. 

Now in May I started this discussion with members of the armed 
services and with different of my friends and branches of the service. 
I must relate to you that I am surprised and embarrassed that at 
this time there has not been one member of the Army, Navy, Air 
Force, or anyone else of the Defense installations who have seen fit 
to even go and look at the institution that I have offered on behalf 
of the State of Idaho for this problem of defense. 

Chairman Russet. What method did you take, Senator, to bring 
it to their attention? 

Senator Weiker. I have written letters of which I have copies in 
my files to every Secretary of the Army, the Navy, the Defense, the 
Air Force, and so forth. 

The only letter that I have had that has given to me any encourage- 
ment is a letter from Secretary Finletter from the Air Force, who 
informed me that the Air Force—and I am quoting now— 
plans to use additional civilian institutions for the training of Air Force person- 
nel as the requirements arise. 

Mr. Chairman, we are in this position: It is a matter of common 
sense that the people of Idaho and different educational or religious 
groups are not going to permit this giant installation, as 1 might say, 
to remain idle to be a bowling alley for rats and anything of that sort. 

Certainly it will be utilized, and if our Air Force or if our Defense 
installations are not interested enough to go even and survey the 
thing, then naturally our people there are going to make other moves. 

I have felt deeply the fact that we need some defense installations 
in the State of Idaho. I think the record is clear that we have only 
one, and that is the Mountain Home Air Base at Mountain Home, 
Idaho, which is five or six hundred miles south of this place. 

As you know, Fairchild Field is located just about 80 miles from 
Lewiston where this college and its facilities now stand, but up to 
this moment, Mr. Chairman, I haven’t had anyone who would do 
me the courtesy of going down to Lewiston to see if they could not 
utilize this installation. 

I again reiterate for the benefit of the committee and these gentle- 
men of the armed services that are here that this college has been in 
existence for many, many years. 

We have lovely dormitories, lovely. gymnasiums, libraries, the 
complete physical plant with some 35 acres of beautiful campus that 
is ready, willing and able to be utilized, not 3 months from now, but 
tomorrow, as soon as the people get ready to move in. 

I should say that northern Idaho, and particularly Lewiston, 
Idaho, is considered the Florida of Idaho. The climate is absolutely 
marvelous. The elevation is something like 700 feet. It is a very 
tropical climate. You are not afflicted with heavy snows or certain 
phases of bad winter that we do have in the State of Idaho. 

I cannot imagine, when the people of America are digging up their 
last tax dollar and willingly and happily so, that we couldn’t even 
have a look-see as to the availability of this institution for defense 
purposes. 

As the chairman knows, I was a member of the Air Force in the last 
World War. I know that we trained at institutions that would not 
even rank tenth to a place like this. 
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It seems to me ridiculous that such an institution is ready and 
available for the use of the armed services, and as I said before, 
Mr. Chairman, the American people will spend their last dollar to 
see that our armed services have everything, but as you know, as any 
Senator knows, we receive critical mail at times toward the end that 
perhaps our people, our Defense people are trying to save where they 
can save. 

I doubt if there are many occasions when we can have offered to the 
branches of our services an institution such as this, and I want to 
relate at this time, Mr. Chairman, that the brochure you are looking 
at now does not include another brand-new half-million-dollar dormi- 
tory which is completed, has never been used, and is ready to move 
into if anyone should utilize this installation. There is another 
dormitory, Mr. Chairman, in addition to the wonderful plant facilities 
that are included in this brochure. 

Now, in World War II our Congress made provisions for civilian 
pilot training, and even though we were conducting a school for the 
training of students at this institution, we had sufficient room at that 
institution to train our civilian pilots under the authority of the 
Congress during World War II. 

I would beg of you, Mr. Chairman, to ask our friends in the Defense 
Department to merely do the State of Idaho the courtesy of going out 
to Lewiston with an inspection team to ascertain whether or not mil- 
lions of dollars cannot be saved to the people of America by this 
gratuitous grant, this offer to take over the Northern Idaho College 
of Education. There will be no strings attached to it, Mr. Chairman. 

It is there waiting, and through the junior Senator of Idaho’s 
effort I have discouraged other people, other schools from trying to 
come in and take over this thing, because I feel that this emergency is 
indeed a serious one, and if this installation can be of service to the 
Armed Forces, I want that it first be offered to them and then after 
this emergency is over, why, the other schools can come in. There 
certainly isn’t an emerengcy for them. 

Chairman Russeiu. Do you have any airfield facilities anywhere 
in that neighborhood? 

Senator We.iker. Mr. Chairman, we have the best airfield facilities 
in the Northwest right there. Hillcrest Aircraft Co., Zimmerly 
Air Transport, Empire Air Lines, which is a very fine commercial 
airline on a regular schedule; I relate that, so they that could fly, if 
they did not want to fly military planes in there, they can take regu- 
larly scheduled licensed aircraft carriers in and out. 

Our field at Lewiston, Idaho, can handle any kind of an aircraft 
that our Air Force has at this time. In fact, much to my embarrass- 
ment when I was there in the campaign last year, I saw the Vice 
President of the United States come in there in a DC-6 to campaign 
against me, so it is a good airfield. 

It is a fine airfield, and it can handle any kind of craft, I think. 
Maybe not a jet, | do not know how much space a jet uses, but I 
know anything like a 6 or a Constellation or anything of that order 
would just have no trouble whatsoever in using that. 

Chairman Rvussevu. You referred to something about the training 
of civilian pilots. Was that conducted there at that airfield? 
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P Senator Wetker. That is true, Mr. Chairman, yes, sir, and I 
think our efficiency rating with the Defense Department and with 
special reference to that training just rates very, very high. 

This city of Lewiston is one of our outstanding cities in Idaho. 
It is a beautiful city, it has all the facilities for fine religious training 
for our personnel. 

We are near to Spokane, which is some 80 miles from us. Just 
across the river is Clarkston, Wash., another very beautiful little 
city. 

I think that our personnel there could really have a heaven with 
respect to their off hours as related to the work that they will have to 
do in the school. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I beg—and I know that you are sincere, 
as all of the others of this committee are—if you can save a dollar 
in the erection of these public schools for the Defense Establishment, 
we can use that dollar some place else, and the American taxpayers 
are demanding that we be sincere and try to save. 

It seems to me the least that can be done, that the Air Force, which 
I admire and am very close to, could do, is send an inspection team 
out there to look and to see as to whether or not this facility could 
not be utilized. . 

If they give you a favorable report, Mr. Chairman, I will use what 
influence I have to see that further arrangements or dealings are not 
made with this installation until the Defense Department has a 
chance to take it over. 

Senator Bripces. Senator Welker, I think with the billions which 
we are spending here in this country, and the need for additional 
facilities, which has certainly been indicated to the Congress in seeking 
funds, that certainly the State of Idaho, which is making this offer, 
is entitled, as you say, to the courtesy of the Defense Department or 
the Army, the Navy, and the Air Force making a survey of this, and 
I think they have been derelict in not doing so. 

I think that the State of Idaho, if they are offering the plant 
facilities, certainly the United States should cooperate to the extent 
of initial inspection, and we are very derelict if we do not. May I ask, 
if they were going out there, who they contact so that they may have 
entrance to all the property. 

Senator Weiker. Well, Mr. Chairman, I would like to be there to 
go with them, or if I am not available I would like to suggest Mr. 
Hughes, secretary of the Lewiston Chamber of Commerce, and 
Mr. Bud Alfr ed, the editor and publisher of the Lewiston Tribune, or 
any member of ‘the chamber of commerce there. 

I have at my left here one of my staff, Mr. George Green, who was 
athletic director of that fine college for many years, a great coach in 
his own right, and he came with me when I came into public service. 

If there are any questions you gentlemen would like to ask with 
respect to the minute details of this fine college, I should submit them 
to my staff member, Mr. Green, but I emphasize again that I am not 
trying to peddle to you an old, worn down, whipboarded institution 
that no one wants. It is a beautiful institution. 

It could well be a State institution, a State university for any State, 
a beautiful campus and the finest buildings that I know of 1 m the State. 

The question immediately arises in all of your minds, if it is so darned 
good why did the State of Idaho do away with it, and I will answer it 
in this way. 
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We have the University of Idaho only 40 miles from the Northern 
Idaho College of Education, at Moscow, Idaho. Naturally, the two 
schools are drawing from each other. The taxpayers who arrived at 
this place say, why in the devil do we keep up two institutions within 
40 miles of each other. In the southern part of the State in which I 
live, we have the University of Idaho, Southern Branch, and that, of 
course, draws from Albion Normal School, which was closed under the 
same legislative order. 

We vied our two great normal schools last year by legislative act, 
and Albion, of course, does not begin to have the fine facilities that 
Northern Idaho College of Education has, and so I am not urging upon 
your committee even an inspection of that institution. It is too small, 
too far away, it has too many objections to the thing we need in the 
building of a defense school 

Chairman Russet. I suppose, Senator, that the faculty of this 
institution has gone to your State university. They would not be 
available there, would they? 

Senator Weiker. I can furnish to you the most splendid faculty 
any place in the Northwest the moment I am informed that any one 
of our armed services wants them, qualified to teach any subject that 
the men of our Defense Department desire taught. I have them 
ready, willing, and able to step right in. There would not be any 
delay. * 

We will not have to go out and recruit teachers. They are happy 
to remain there, and that, Mr. Chairman, I can promise to you, we 
will furnish to you, I think, 90 percent of the faculty. Am I correct, 
Mr. Green? 

Mr. Green. That is right. 

Senator WeLKER. Some, naturally, have sought employment other 
places because of this tremendous delay that the junoir Senator from 
Idaho has been a part of, because I have had nothing but promises, 
“Yes, we will take a look-see,”’ and I would like to wager that very 
few, if any, people have read the brochure that I personally had 
prepared. 

Senator Hunt. I went through it very carefully. 

Senator Wexiker. I am speaking now of the armed services, | 
mean of the defense branches of the Defense Department. I know 
that my friends on this committee have been delightful to me. They 
have been very courteous and you have studied the brochure. 

Chairman Russe... Senator, I do not know what can be done 
about this. The armed services have their own ‘Ades about the 
utilization of existing facilities, but it does certainly seem to me that 
you are entitled to have someone go up there and look at this. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Chairman, I shall be happy and feel satis- 
fied if that is done, because, after all, I am in rather an embarrassing 
position. 

I asked the chamber of commerce to prepare this voluminous 
brochure. I told them that 1 would come before the military people 
and explain this matter to them, and at this late date, from May 
until now, nearly the first of September, I have not had anybody even 
in a Piper Cub come in there to look it over, to see whether I was just 
trying to sell somebody a bill of goods. 

It is a great institution and I shall be satisfied, Mr. Chairman, if 
the inspection team comes back and tells you, “It is not worth our 
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time.’’ I do not think they will come back if they are fair to their 
trust, because it is a great place, and it is a fine institution, and my 
record as a Senator.can survive or fail upon that statement. I know 
it certainly can be used if we are going to train anybody in vocational 
training or in educational institutions throughout Gas 

Chairman Russext. I will be glad to request the services to send 
someone up there and see if you cannot get at least an inspection of it. 

Senator Bripces. Mr. Chairman, could we not put in our report 
which we make to the Senate in the report on this bill about the 
offer of this institution and call attention to the Senator’s testimony, 
and then that would follow along with your request. 

Chairman Russe.u. That is one way of approaching it. 

Senator Wetxer. In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I at times have 
appeared critical of the Defense Establishment, but I want you to 
realize that perhaps they feel that Idaho is not the place because they 
hear of Sun Valley and 6 feet of snow and cold and all of that. I can 
take away their fears with respect to that. 

We have a tropical, wonderful climate in Lewiston, Idaho. They 
never are snowed in. In fact, there are many, many times when we 
do not have any snow at all in Lewiston, Idaho, and it is rare indeed 
that the thermometer ever gets to zero in that most tropical climate, 
because, as Senator Hunt knows, in our country when you have an 
elevation of only 700 feet, why it is a great contrast to the elevations 
that Senator Hunt and I live in, which are more or less frigid. 

I certainly appreciate the honor and privilege of appearing before 

ou. 

Chairman Russe.u. We are glad to have had you, Senator. We 
will give consideration to this when we go to preparing our report. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, did you finish the proof on this 
Goldsboro matter? 

Chairman Russett. No. We have a number of witnesses on that. 

Senator Stennis. You say you have more witnesses? 

Chairman Russeuu. Yes, we have witnesses here. We are just 
preparing to hear from the Chamber of Commerce of Durham, N. C., 
Senator Stennis. 

Gentlemen of the committee, the witnesses we now have before us 
are here with respect to the Raleigh-Durham project which was 
presented by the Air Force yesterday. Which one of you gentlemen 
intends to present this matter? 

Mr. Pierson. I do, sir. Frank Pierson of Durham. 

Chairman Russe... All right, sir. The witness is Frank Pierson, 
secretary of the Chamber of Commerce of Durham, N.C 

You may proceed, Mr. Pierson. 


STATEMENT OF FRANK A. PIERSON, SECRETARY, CHAMBER OF 
COMMERCE, DURHAM, N. C.; ACCOMPANIED BY GEORGE 
GEOGHEGAN, JR., RALEIGH-DURHAM AIRPORT AUTHORITY; 
JOHN R. DRUMMY, MANAGER, INDUSTRIAL DEPARTMENT, 
RALEIGH CHAMBER OF COMMERCE; AND TRUMAN MILLER, 
MANAGER, RALEIGH-DURHAM AIRPORT 


Mr. Pierson. Gentlemen of the committee, first may I extend the 
sincere regrets of Representative Carl Durham, who had planned to 
be here this morning and present this matter. 
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As you know, Congressman Durham underwent a serious operation 
some several weeks ago and had planned to come up the first of this 
week, but caught a severe cold and his doctor yesterday forbade him 
to make the trip, so that I am going to try to represent him. 

Chairman Russe. I am sure all of the members of the committee 
regret to hear of Congressman Durham in this position. We all know 
him well due to the fact that he served on the Armed Services Com- 
mittee of the House. We have met him in conferences. In addition 
I have had the pleasure of serving with him on the Joint Committee 
on Atomic Energy. We wish for him a speedy recovery. 

Mr. Prerson. Thank you, sir. I think he will be here the first of 
next week. 

Another thing is, I am not going to take up the 15 minutes which 
were allotted us unless you have some questions to ask. 

I have some briefs here which I would like to leave with you for 
your study and consideration which I think you will find contain a 
great deal of information that is required by the Air Force in sub- 
mitting the need for this location. 

I just would like to stress three or four points in connection with it. 
The Air Force will require 1,700 off-base units, as we understand it, 
not to be erected by the Federal Government. Durham and Raleigh 
are well able to supply those units. We can supply them now. 

We have populations and dwelling units large enough to absorb 
this base without calling upon the Federal Government for any 
assistance in housing. Water, of course, is another one of the main 
requisites. In Durham alone last year we sold 3 million million 
gallons of filtered water. 

The water supply of Durham would be available and also the 
water supply at Raleigh would be available, whichever water supply 
the Air Force would decide to tap. 

‘ Senator Hunt. What would be the length of a pipeline needed to 
e laid? 

Mr. Pierson. It would be about 8 miles, sir. I believe the Air 
Force engineers find that it would be more economical to run that 
line and use municipal water than it would be to build a plant and 
operate it. 

Now I believe it is considered, although the Air Force discussed a 
20-mile radius of a possible site to take care of the personnel of the 
base, that a 15-mile driving radius was considered the maximum by 
the subcommittee of the House of Representatives, which inspected 
all of these sites. 

Within a 15-mile radius of the base we have both the cities of 
Durham and Raleigh, and the communities of Chapel Hill and Wake 
Forest; within a 2-mile radius we have 240,000 people which the brief 
will point out, and they are well provided with highways, and the 
highway between Durham and Raleigh via the base site would be a 
dual highway. 

Money has been allocated for the dual lane of the highway and that 
will be started in a very short time whether or not the base is located. 
That is being done with State money. 

Chairman Russety. What are you doing about your highway from 
Chapel Hill down to Durham? That was a pretty miserable highway 
the last time I was over it. 
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Mr. Pierson. Yes, sir. The grading is about complete on the new 
highway. The structures are about in. The contract for the actual 
paving will be let by December, and work will start well before spring 
on the actual laying of the concrete, and that will place the cities of 
Chapel Hill and Durham approximately 8 miles apart, and of course 
that will tie right in with this highway, so that that road is under con- 
struction now as far as the grading and the structure work is concerned. 

Another point we would like to stress is this, that of the post- 
emergency use. We have refrained from saying anything about any 
of the other sites, but we do mention them in this case because we 
believe it is important to the economy of the Nation. 

The $10 million that was spent on an emergency basis at Maxton 
when World War II ended of course was put to no use for the tax- 
payers. The $15 million spent at Seymour-Johnson following hos- 
tilities was found to be of very little use to the taxpayer, 

By contrast the $2,800,000 which was spent on the Raleigh-Durham 
Airport which was under construction by the municipalities prior to 
hostilities and which we turned over to the Government, all the money 
expended there has been utilized by the taxpayer. 

By that I mean we have used all of the runways, we have used 
every facility that was put out there under a war measure, even to 
turning barracks into an administration building and United States 
Weather Bureau and other facilities. As a matter of fact Durham 
and Raleigh made more use of the money expended on its base during 
World War II than any other facility so constructed in the country. 

Now then, at such time as this emergency ceases or at such time 
as the Air Force deems it no longer needs a carrier base in that area, 
we know now that every bit of the money expended would be utilized 
to the benefit of the taxpayer. 

In addition to our growing commercial aviation, we have the Air 
Reserve units at Duke University, the University of North Carolina, 
and North Carolina State College, and they would no doubt be 
continued even after the emergency. They always have been, so 
that they would have use of it. 

Chairman Russe.t. Do you have Air Reserves in both those 
institutions? 

Mr. Pirrson. At all three. 

Chairman Russe.i. What were they? 

Mr. Pierson. Duke University, the University of North Carolina, 
and North Carolina State College; all three. 

Finally we would like to stress this point: That the Air Force 
through its representatives made numerous inspections of all of the 
area, and came up in their recommendation for the Raleigh-Durham 
site. Then they appointed a survey team which made a very intensive 
study of all the sites in question. They recommended this site. 

We did not get into any of the arguments on the House side because 
we were wanting to do what the Air Force wanted. The Air Force, 
if it had selected another site, I dare say we would not be here. They 
selected this and we are endeavoring to vindicate their judgment. 

Finally a subcommittee of the Armed Services Committee of the 
House of Representatives made an on-the-spot inspection of all of 
the sites and a majortity report of that committee favored this loca- 
tion, and therefore we are here to ask your good body to also-—— 
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Chairman Russet. Mr. Pierson, what. are the housing conditions 
there? I am not impressed by the argument that because you have 
a great many people in that area it necessarily follows that you have 
ample housing. facilities; because sometimes your housing is much 
tighter in your areas where you have a large population than it is in a 
medium-sized city. 

Mr. Prerson. As far as Durham itself is concerned, sir, we have 
at the moment—and there is a letter in this brief from the president 
of the realty board on a survey—more than 500 units that have been 
vacant for more than a year. With the houses under construction 
and all, we will have really a tremendous surplus of houses. 

Chairman Russevt. What kind of units are these that you have? 

Mr. Pierson. They are units as he states in his letter, with two 
or more rooms in apartments and homes. I took a sheet out of the 
Sunday paper and.there were 42 apartments furnished and unfurnished 
listed for immediate rental. They were not handled by any rental 
agency at all. The owners of those places were advertising them, 

Chairman Russe.u. Are they desirable apartments? 

Mr. Pierson. Yes, sir; they are. I know through our office because 
so many people list apartments in our office for newcomers coming 
to town. 

Chairman Russe... How do your range of rents run there? 

Mr. Pierson. They will run from $40 to $80 per month. 

Chairman Russe.v. I am a little surprised that in a blooming city 
like Durham they have that much surplus housing. 

Mr. Prerson. It surprises us too, sir. To verify this he said: 

These units consist of apartments having two or more rooms and most of 
them are unfurnished. There are a small number of furnished apartments. 

Of course Durham has over 20,000 dwelling units or about 50- 
percent ownership, which would make about 10,000 rentals, and 
we run from 5 to 6 percent turn-over a year, so that there are always 
vacancies coming. up that people can get into. And we have rent 
control and we have not asked that it be taken off. 

Chairman Russe.v. You never have had your rent control removed 
at all? 

Mr. Pierson. No, sir. We had it put.on along about 1942 when 
Camp Butner was established 12 miles from Durham, and it is still 
in effect. 

Chairman Russevu. The city has not taken it off? 

Mr. Prerson. No, sir; we have not requested it. 

Chairman Russe.i. And you are sure that all these vacant apart- 
ments around are livable apartments? 

Mr. Pierson. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russe.u. The Air Force commissioned and noncommis- 
sioned personnel would find it to be desirable as a home? 

Mr. Pierson. I am certain of it, sir. 

Chairman Russetu. And it could be secured at a very reasonable 
rate of from $40 to $80 a month? 

Mr. Pinrson. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russevu. That is an amazing fact with respect to any 
city now. You must realize, Mr. Pierson, that, just on the facilities 
and being, this Goldsboro Field is much more advantageous to the 
——- from a financial standpoint than the Raleigh-Durham 

eld. 
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They have all the facilities already installed there, the water lines 
and the sewage disposal and the heating installations and a larger 
number of buildings that are usable than you have there at Raleigh- 
Durham because that was quite a base during the war. 

Mr. Pierson. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russrexyi. And the Air Force evidently depends on this 
housing as the main reason for their ignoring the facilities—I do not 
mean ignoring; they said they examined them, but for not accepting 
the airport at Goldsboro. 

That is of course a very desirable location from many standpoints. 
It is. right in the center of the hub of education of the University of 
North Carolina. It is about equidistant from your three greatest 
institutions. 

Mr. Pierson. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Rvusse.u. I am pretty well familiar with it. I have 
been in Chapel Hill several times and have left there much sadder 
than I came. I went up with the Georgia football team when they 
played Carolina. 

e must give consideration to these facilities that are already in 
the ground there at Goldsboro, but you are sure now that you have 
no difficulty in the Durham area of housing these 1,700 people? 

Mr. Pierson. Not at all, sir, and I can base that on experience. 

No. 1, lam a veteran of World War I and I know what the difficulty 
was then when we were based at small communities where we out- 
numbered the population and we just had to take what we could get. 

During World War II we had a camp located within 12 miles of 
Durham, Camp Butner. They had 55,000 men out there. Durham 
had an influx of 12,000 in population, married officers and men. 

We did not turn a single family down. We housed every one of 
them, and we feel awfully good about the fact that they liked us for 
what we did. 

Now we had 7,500 fewer houses then than we have now, and yet 
we took care of that influx of 12,000. 

Chairman Russe.u. Your population has gone up considerably. 

Mr. Prerson. Oh, yes, sir; our population has gone up too, but so 
have our dwelling units kept pace. We showed the subcommittee 
of the House when they were there, sir, one 250-unit apartment build- 
ing going up. 

Chairman Russe xu. Is that a Federal housing project? 

Mr. Prerson. No, sir; that is all private capital, not even FHA, 
and those apartments rent for from $52 to $75 a month unfurnished 
with everything else furnished except electricity, and it is entirely 
private capital. We did not even ask for an FHA loan. 

Chairman Russeiy. And you are making a four-lane highway on 
the road from Durham to Raleigh? 

Mr. Pierson. From Durham to Raleigh it is a four-lane highway 
and the road to Chapel Hill will be a four-lane highway, with two 
lanes being constructed now. 

I think, sir, it is well to consider the comfort and the morale of the 
men. I think anybody that has been in the service appreciates that 
more than anything else, and the few million more that it might cost 
0 put this base at Raleigh-Durham I think will be more than worth 
while, and again from the standpoint that we do not expect and will 
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not, we can promise you, call upon the Federal Government to provide 
any of the off-base facilities that are required. 

Chairman Russell. That would just relate to housing and recrea- 
tional facilities? 

Mr. Pierson. Yes, sir. This did not come into the picture, but 
the Federal Government still owns a building in Durham that was 
used by the USO. You could not replace that building today for less 
than $250,000. It is there waiting for you. 

General Services have taken it off of surplus and are holding it 
until this decision is made. As that time it could be turned over to 
the Air Force either by purchase by the Air Force or by special legis- 
lation, whichever is the most expedient, and there would immediately 
be a $250,000 facility for the use by the personnel of this base right 
in the heart of Durham. 

Chairman Russe.iu. How does it happen that did not get disposed 
of in-our great drive to get rid of all those buildings after the war? 

Mr. Pierson. Well, what I did, I came to Washington and I 
knew they were expanding the Veterans’ Administration at that time 
and showed Public Buildings what they had there and they put a 
Veterans’ Administration office, a regional office, in there. Well, now 
under the economy move, they moved all that into Winston-Salem 
offices, and so the building is there. It came up under surplus, but 
I requested General Services to hold it until this was determined. 

Chairman Russe.u. Was that built with Federal funds? 

Mr. Pierson. Built with Federal funds. You own the ground and 
the building, and you could not possibly replace it today for less than 
$250,000. It is within a half block of city hall. It is within a block 
and a half of the second largest theater right in the heart of town. 

Chairman RusseE.u. Senator Saltonstall, do you have a question? 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Just this question, Mr. Chairman. Per- 
haps you covered it. There are two universities there, Vanderbilt 
and the University of North Carolina. 

Pa Prerson. Duke, and then in Raleigh, N. C., a State college 
also. 

Senator SatronsTALL. Now, assuming that the college population 
for Reserve officers and so forth and so on was enormously increased 
as it was in World War II, wouldn’t that affect your housing plans 
considerably? The housing in Chapel Hill is pretty limited today, 
is it not? 

Mr, Pierson. No, sir. We are having some new buildings built 
there now. Mr. Murhead, who has just completed a building, has 
150 apartments there and I think the last count he had, he had 38 
vacancies in that one building. We could absorb it. 

If you remember, during World War II we not only absorbed Camp 
Butner but we absorbed the Finance School of the Army, we absorbed 
all the ROTC’s at the University of North Carolina and Duke Uni- 
versity, and we did not call upon the Federal Government then to 
provide any housing at all. We took care of it and we can do it again. 

Now Duke is continuing to build. They just built another graduate 
dormitory which will be open this coming winter, so that that makes 
more vacancies in town. Those graduate students now living in the 
city will move out to the university. 

Chairman Russe.u. How far would this installation be from Wake 
Forest, Mr. Pierson? 
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Mr. Prerson. About 15 air-miles. How far would that be by 
road, John? 

Mr. Drumay. It is about 16 miles, sir. 

Chairman Russeii, What has been done with the facilities there 
at Wake Forest? 

Mr. Prerson. Wake Forest is still there. . 

Chairman Russe.u. I thought they were getting ready to move 
ovcr to Winston-Salem. 

Mr. Pierson. They have not started to build yet in Winston-Salem, 
and it will be a long time before that is done, and then I believe Wake 
Forest goes into another type. 

Mr. Drummy. They are going to put a Baptist seminary there 
when the college moves to Winston-Salem. There will be another 
Baptist seminary at Wake Forest. There will be a school there to 
train Baptist ministers. 

Mr. Prerson. That would make more facilities available at Wake 
Forest. 

Chairman Russe.u. I might have known you would not overlook 
a bet like that. I had thought they were getting ready to move. 

I saw where Winston-Salem put up a tremendous sum of money to 
get Wake Forest over there. I knew they had quite a campus there 
at Wake Forest. 

Senator Hunt? 

Senator Hunt. Is this field contemplated to be used by commercial 
aircraft as well as by the Air Force? . 

Mr. Pierson. Yes, sir. We have 26 flights daily, and I believe the 
Air Force agrees that that is an advantage and not a disadvantage 
from the standpoint of personnel in travel. We do not intend to, of 
course, go beyond any limit the Air Force puts on it for commercial 
aviation. 

I believe if I am speaking right, Mr. Geoghegan of the airport 
authority is here and Mr. Truman Miller is manager of the airport 
and is here and I know they would be glad to answer any questions 
on that. 

Chairman Russeiu. Senator Stennis? 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, I think you have fully covered 
this matter. I still do not understand how it is that as you say a 
thriving city in the vicinity has 1,700 vacant units. 

Mr. Prerson. Sir, when there are no vacant units I do not hear 
anything about it, but when there are vacant units then I get the devil 
in my office, and that is why I know they are there personally. 

Now, we have one apartment building that was built since the war 
that was an FHA project but private investment. They have 50 listed 
rentals, vacancies right now. 

Senator Stennis. Well, how are those buildings going up? That 
was my next question. How are those buildings going up in the face 
of all these present vacancies and then they are vacant themselves 
you say. 

Mr. Pierson. Yes, sir, that is a fact. Apartments are under 
construction, 250 units. The subcommittee visited them on their 
trip down there, and yet we have more than 500 vacancies in the 
community right now in apartments in rental houses. 

Senator Srennis. And you have 591, or rather 587 units going 
up in public housing? 
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Mr. Pierson. Yes, sir; that is true. 

Senator Stennis. That is on top of these other vacancies you have? 

Mr. Pierson. Yes, sir, that is right. 

Senator Stennis. Well, people are not moving out and leaving 
your area, are they? 

Mr. Pierson. No; they do not seem to be. It is hard to account 
for, but they are there. I have never seen in the 20 years I have been 
in Durham so many “for rent”? signs in my life. They are just all 
over town 

Then as I say; besides the rental agencies own advertising in 
Sunday’s paper, there were 42 individuals who had advertisements 
wanting to rent apartments and houses. 

Senator Stennis. You say here there are between five and six 
hundred unoccupied units immediately available as determined by 
real estate surveyed. Was that going around and actually looking 
at the places yourself? I do not mean you individually, but some 
individual going around looking? 

Mr. Pierson. The rental agencies reported to the president of the 
real estate board how many vacancies they had on their rental lists 
and that was the survey that they made. It was made by the 
realtors themselves, and then as I say, we went out and checked on 
them. 

We checked with the Air Force team on them and also showed the 
subcommittee of the House of Representatives enough of the vacancies 
so that they knew there were vacancies, all that they would let us show 
them. 

Senator Srennis. I never have had the pleasure of going to Durham, 
but I never knew it was a place with a “for rent”’ sign on it. 

Mr. Pierson. They are there, and we still have rent control. 

Senator Hunt. I would like to ask one more question, Mr. Chair- 
man. How much increase would you anticipate activating this post 
would have on the enrollment of your grade and high schools? 

Mr. Pierson. That is a difficult question, of course. The Air 
Force, when they asked for information, stressed the elementary 
schools because they knew that most of the children would be ele- 
mentary grade children. They did not tell us how many children 
there were, but with 1,700 off-post families, we could count on at least 
800 to 1,000 children. Well, Durham can take those and I am sure 
Raleigh can take them too, so that we would not have any difficulty. 

Senator Hunt. What method would you utilize in handling those 
children? Would you charge the Government tuition for each child? 

Mr. Pierson. No, sir; not a penny. They would come under the 
public school system of Durham, We would take them in as we did 
during World War II. 

As a matter of fact, answering your question, Senator Stennis, at 
the request of the maneuvers, Southern Pine Maneuvers, we are tak- 
ing care of 450 men now that they could not take care of down in that 
sand-hill region on this maneuver. They sent 450 up to Durham. 
We had no trouble taking care of them. 

Chairman Russe.i. Anything further? If not, gentlemen, we are 
glad to have had your presentation. 

Senator Stennis. Let me ask this question, Mr. Chairman. Do 
the people as a group want this base to come in there? Sometimes 
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the chamber of commerce as you know represents the business 
interests, 

Mr. Pierson. There has not been one single solitary complaint to 
my office about the help that we are giving. I can say Durham really 


wants it and then I would like, gentlemen, if you do not mind, to let 
Mr. Geoghegan who comes from Raleigh and is a member of the air- 
port authority, say a word and he can follow that up too, sir, on the 

fact that that area really wants this base. 
Mr. Grocueaan. Mr. Chairman, if IT may have _ a minute of 
-Durham Airport 


Mr. Pierson’s time, I am a member of the Raleigh 
Authority. 

The airport is halfway between Raleigh and Durham, about 11 miles 
from the center of each town, and is owned by the two counties and the 
two cities, and in order to have an authority to operate, the general 
assembly created an airport authority of which there are eight mem- 
bers, four from Raleigh, four from Durham. 

I would like to introduce myself. My name is Geoghegan. I am 
an officer of a bank. I am a banker. I get no pay for coming to 
Washington or being on the airport authority, and i yield to very few 
people in my sense of desire for judicious use of public funds. 

Mr. Pierson has very ably, I think, presented the whole picture here. 
I would like to state just briefly the official position of the Raleigh- 
Durham Airport Authority. 

We did not seek this air wing base, but when we were informed that 
we had been selected by the Air Force for it, we immediately offered 
our full and hearty cooperation, and I am sure that as far as has been 
disclosed to us the requirements of the Air Force, we are in a position 
to meet it, that is as an official body representing the two communities. 

Chairman RussE.u. How about the additional lands in there? You 
have not got enough land. 

Mr. GrocHeGan. We will provide all the land that is required sir. 

Chairman Russetu. Are you going to provide that to the Govern- 
ment free of cost? 

Mr. Grocuecan. I do not know, sir. 

Chairman Russe. You will just use machinery of condemnation? 

Mr. GrocueGcan. We have adjoining the airport there a very large 
State-owned park, a recreation center that was used during World 
War IT for Australian and English soldiers and sailors who had gotten 
shipwrecked who came up for recreation there. 

There is a very fine facility yght at the airport and there are a large 
number of acres there available of no particular value to the State 
and not necessary for the State park, and I think, sir, that that can 
be made available. 

I appreciate that you gentlemen are busy. I hope you appreciate 
that we fellows who serve on these public commissions without pay 
are also busy. I would not come up to take your time if I were not: 
confident that we can provide anything you need in the way of this 
facility there. 

I certainly would not ask you to vote for the extravagant use of 
public funds if this thing could be done cheaper and for the better 
a of the taxpayers somewhere else; why I would be 100 percent 
or it. 

I think Mr. Pierson has pointed out that the postwar use of this 
space would serve a community of about 240,000 people at the present 
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time, and a growing industrial area. As you probably know, and I 
am sure the Senator from Massachusetts would not want this brought 
out, but we do have some movement there into the South of textiles 
and other industries into this area, and I had the pleasure of having 
Congressman Bates and Congressman Fisher of this subcommittee 
recently, I took them around Raleigh. 

I think the gentlemen from Massachusetts were somewhat sur- 
prised to see the facilities we have there for Negroes. There is 
recreation, swimming pools, skating rinks, and equal facilities in 
Raleigh for Negroes, and I think he was mildly surprised. 

Senator SatronstaLL. As a Massachusetts Senator I would just 
say that there is a New Hampshire Senator sitting on my right and 
I believe there are textile industries in New Hampshire too. 

Mr. GpoGueGcan. | am sure there are, sir. 

We have a North Carolina College for Negroes, too, so that any 
Negro troops that might be there would have a very fine facility and 
would be very welcome. 

Mr. Chairman, just one word about the housing in Raleigh which 
has not been touched on. We do not have quite as many vacancies. 
Raleigh has grown very rapidly in the last 10 years, the largest per- 
centage of any increase in North Carolina, being fifth in size, Durham 
being fourth. 

I showed these two gentlemen on the congressional committee, Mr. 
Bates and Mr. Fisher, we drove around Raleigh and went into these 
vacant apartments. We have, I believe, Mr. Drummy, between 
three and four hundred, and they are available or under construction 
and practically finished, new, clean, and moderate rental properties, 
mostly 2-family or two small apartment units, not great big apart- 
ment houses but well laid out and well landscaped with paved streets, 
all of which is within about less than 10 miles of the airport. 

Chairman Russeiu. Well, thank you gentlemen very much. We 
are glad to have had this presentation. 

Mr. Pierson. Thank you, gentlemen. 

Senator Brinces. Mr. Chairman, I believe we are going to take up 
next the so-called Portsmouth-Newington Air Base. There are two 
witnesses here and you very courteously agreed to allow each one of 
them 15 minutes, and I would ask that they be sworn as witnesses. 

Chairman Russe... Gentlemen, you have heard Senator Bridges’ 
motion. Is there any objection? If not, the witnesses will be sworn. 

Will you gentlemen stand up and raise your right hand, The evid- 
ence which you and each of you are about to give the committee upon 
the matter now under inquiry will be the truth, the whole truth, so 
help you God? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. I do. 

Mr. Neat. I do. 

Chairman RussE.u. Be seated. The first witness is Mr. Kingsland 
Dunwoody who is the chairman of the Board of Selectmen of Newing- 
ton, N. H. You may proceed, Mr. Dunwoody. 


&S8605—51 15 
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TESTIMONY OF KINGSLAND DUNWOODY, CHAIRMAN OF THE 
BOARD OF SELECTMEN, NEWINGTON, N. H. 


Mr. Dunwoopy. With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I have a 
very short brief I would like to read. 

Mr. Chairman, as chairman of the Board of Selectmen of the Town 
of Newington, N. H., I speak for an overwhelming majority of our 
500 citizens. As spokesman for the regional citizens’ committee, I 
represent many thousands of residents who live in the city of Ports- 
mouth and 16 other smaller neighboring communities. We fully 
support the national defense program. 

However, we are opposed to that provision of the bill under con- 
sideration—S. 1708, H. R. 4914—which would authorize the Secretary 
of Defense for the Air Force to establish an airfield at Portsmouth 
Municipal Airport, Portsmouth, N. H., to cost $46,558,000. This 
installation would serve as a jet bomber base, for which the Secretary 
of the Air Force has declared that there is a necessity in “the upper 
New England area.” 

The actual site would embrace most of the town of Newington. 
Its use would destroy our 328-year-old town and would cause serious 
disruption to and dangerously increase the economic imbalance of 
the city of Portsmouth and some 17 other communities. 

We are convinced that selection of the proposed Portsmouth site 
would entail a needless destruction of values and would be contrary 
to the national interest because military requirements can be better 
and more economically met by the selection of another site. 

While we cannot speak as military experts, we submit that as 
responsible citizens—many of whom had had military training and 
experience, and who have an intimate knowledge of the neighbor- 
hood—we can point out the reasons why the Portsmouth site should 
be rejected and an alternative selected. 

The Portsmouth site is in one of the most densely populated sections 
of northern New England. Practically all of the land to be taken 
for the project is either occupied or cultivated. Some 70 homes and 
farms would be destroyed, and little would be left of the town of 
Newington. In the immediate vicinity, and almost certainly within 
the traffic pattern of the jet bombers, are the entire city of Ports- 
mouth—population 18,000—the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard in 
Kittery, Maine, about 15 other towns, and the campuses of the 
University of New Hampshire and the Phillips Exeter Academy. 
Those two large educational institutions, as well as the schools, parks, 
libraries, and hospitals in Portsmouth and the surrounding towns, 
would be subjected continuously to the shattering roar of jet bombers. 

The economic burdea upon our communities would be extremely 
damagiag, practically woasupportable. The housing situation in 
Portsmouth is so acute that on June 5 of this year the Navy Depart- 
ment asked the Senate Banking and Curreacy Committee to have 
the area classified as critical so as to exempt it from restrictions on 
new building. The roads aad water supply and sewerage systems of 
the neighborhood are already seriously overtaxed. The shipyard now 
employs about 9,000, and its increasing activity has created a demand 
upon maapower which the section is now having difficulty in meeting. 
Indeed, the very bill that is now before your committee would authorize 
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further expansion of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard at a cost of 
$4,185,500. 

It is submitted that from the standpoint of national defense the 
construction of a $46 million bomber base scarcely 2 miles from a 
large and expanding naval shipyard should be avoided. Only com- 
pelling necessity could justify the establishment of two major military 
installations in such close proximity. We are convinced that such 
necessity cannot be demonstrated. 

We believe that there is an alternative site nearby, having decided 
advantages over the Portsmouth site. Just across the Pisc ‘ataqua 
River in York County, Maine, are hundreds of square miles of level 
pine-barrens which are undeveloped. While the level area of this 
Maine site is almost limitless, the Portsmouth site is practically 
unexpandable. Being further inland, this Maine site is less subject to 
fog. Being spar sely populated, operational accidents involving 
civilians would be minimized. 

Logistically, the advantages of a Maine site over Portsmouth are 
evident. The deep-water harbor of Portsmouth is equally accessible. 
York County is served by the main double-track line of the Boston 
& Maine Railroad, while Portsmouth has only a single track. It is 
as well served by roads and power lines as is the Portsmouth site. It 
has an abundant water supply. 

Construction of a base in York C ounty need not entail the destruc- 
tion of any community and would require the taking of little if any 
developed or occupied land. It would cause no distress to educational 
institutions or to the life of any nearby town. Housing facilities could 
be provided in the several Maine and New Hampshire towns which are 
not now under the severe pressure which the naval shipyard has 
placed upon Portsmouth. 

The level expanse in York County, Maine, has been described 
above because it is nearby and is well known to us. If for any reason 
it should not be found suitable, we are confident that other locations 
can be found which will meet Air Force requirements without having 
a disastrous impact upon a congested area 

Our committee has repeatedly stated that it fully supports the 
national defense program. Our position in this matter has been 
expressed by William G. Saltonstall, principal of the Phillips Exeter 
Academy, who stated opposition to the construction of an air base on 
the Portsmouth site “unless it is absolutely clear that this location 
is a compelling military necessity.”” We respectfully submit that 
before destroying our community, our homes, and our farms, the 
Congress should satisfy itself that in all upper New England there 
is no other site that can meet the logistic, tactical, and strategic 
requirements of the United States Air Force. 

Chairman Russe.u. Did you present your protests to the House 
committee? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. No, sir, we did not. 

Chairman Russety. Why didn’t you? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. We didn’t think of it. 

Chairman Rvusse.u. It seems to me a matter as vital as you claim 
this is to your community, you would have thought of that. 

Mr. Dunwoopy. We are not familiar with anything of this nature, 
Senator. It is the first time our people have been up against any- 
thing at all that resembles it, and we did not know enough to do it. 
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Chairman Russeiu. How far are these alternate sites to which 
you refer in York County, Maine? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. It starts about 26 miles and it continues on up for 
30 to 40 miles beyond that, sir. 

Chairman Russeiu. Any questions? 

Senator Bripcrs. No questions. 

Chairman Russe... Senator Saltonstall. 

Senator Sauronstauu. This site from my little knowledge of the 
land is pretty low land, is it not, this alternate site? Isn’t it swampy 
and low? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. No, sir; it is not. 

Senator SaLtronsTaLu. It is higher land? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. It is about 90 feet above sea level. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. It is to the left of the new Maine toll road, 
that is what you have in mind? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Yes, sir. It starts in around Sanford and extends 
north and it runs flat all the way up to Alfred, Maine, where the 
big burn was about 2 years ago. It is wasteland, no farms or any- 
thing there because the land is all gravel and sandy and nothing can 
be raised. : 

The trees are so small that a bulldozer could knock them over. 
You would not even have to go in and lumber them to get them out. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. That is just as close to these two academies 
that you are talking about? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. No,sir. It is a good 26 miles away from Durham, 
and it is still farther away from Exeter, because Exeter is first to the 
south of Durham. 

Chairman RussEe.u. Senator Hunt? 

Senator Hunt. No questions. 

Chairman RussE.u. Senator Stennis? 

Senator Srennis. I did not understand. Is this a suburb of 
Portsmouth? You say you are a city of 500 population? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. And Portsmouth has about nineteen to twenty 
thousand. 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. And you are a small suburb? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. We are a little farming community. We are not 
even a suburb. We are 328 years old and we have an old, old church 
there. 

That church, for instance, is the only church in the United States 
which is owned by the town, has been open since its building in 1712. 

Senator Stennis. You say the church is owned by the town? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Yes, sir. The only church in the United States 
that right from the beginning has been owned by the town and still is. 

Senator Stennis. Will this involve taking your cemeteries as 
well as your churches? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Not as I understand it, no, sir; but they come 
right up close, within 600 feet. 

Senator Stennis. It will destroy your community, won’t it? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Yes, sir; it definitely will destroy our community. 

Senator STENNIS. You will just have to move out? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Seek a new life? 
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Mr. Dunwoopy. That is it, and while my place is not in the area, 
I know I am going to have to move and I am fighting it more for a lot 
of the old folks there who are in their eighties, and it is a crime. The 
town is not a rich town. They farm, they raise chickens, turkeys, and 
things like that. 

If you could see these old ladies 70 or 80 years old, in the morning 
with red rimmed eyes, crying because they are going to lose their 
homes, they do not know where on earth they are going to go or 

what they will do when they get there. 

Senator Stennis. They might. have a place to stay but they will 
not have another home. 

Mr. Dunwoopy. And these people in that town being so old, they 
have been there for generations, it is not just the family itself. 

Senator Stennis. The same family has owned land there for more 
than a hundred years, isn’t that so? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Yes, easily more than a hundred in many cases. 

Chairman Russexiu. How far is this proposed field from the city 
of Portsmouth? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. About 30 miles. The area starts about 30 miles 
from Portsmouth, in around Sanford. 

Chairman Russecut. How many acres are involved? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. It is hundreds of square miles. I do not know 
how many acres, 

Chairman Russevu. I am talking about the field that you are 
protesting, how far is it from Portsmouth? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. The field, as explained to me by the Air Force 
and the Army engineers will embrace approximately 5,000 acres. 
Two thousand of that will probably be in Portsmouth, three thousand 
in Newington. The total acreage of Newington is 5,800, and this 
takes the middle of it right straight out. There is about 200 acres 
in the town of Greenland. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, how far is the base to be from 
Portsmouth now? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Two thousand acres of the base will be in Ports- 
mouth. Three thousand will be in Newington. 

Chairman Russexiy. As I understand it, you do not have incor- 
porated: cities, as such, in New Hampshire, do you, or do you incor- 
porate all of the area, including the farms? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Well, the city of Portsmouth is specifically out- 
lined and so is the town of Newington. 

Chairman Russe.ty. Do the boundaries of the two communities 
join? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Yes, sir; definitely. 

Chairman Russet. In other words, Newington is right up against 
Portsmouth? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Yes, right up against Portsmouth. 

Chairman Russevu. Any further questions? 

Senator Hunt. Is it contemplated to use this airport as a municipal 
airport as well as an Air Force facility? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. I could not answer that. There has been some 
suggestion, Mr. Chairman, of the possibility of the Air Force swapping 
with the Navy between Sanford, where there is a small auxiliary Navy 
fighter base, swapping between that and Portsmouth Air Base. 
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It is my understanding—I have not heard it directly, but it is my 
understanding—that the Air Force would consider, would like to 
consider, discussing that, and I know specifically that the Navy 
Air Force will be glad to discuss it providing the Air Force would 
initiate discussions. 

Chairman Russe.u. Where is that field located? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Sanford is right in the beginning of this area that 
I am talking about in York County, Maine, sir. 

Chairman Russeiu. The Navy has a fighter base there? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. They have an auxiliary base there now, and you 
have a section of the bill here asking for expenditures of funds to en- 
large that base somewhat. 

It is an auxiliary fighter strip supplementing the main jet fighter 
base at Brunswick, Maine. The Navy says they are willing to discuss 
this matter of a possible trade with the Air Force if they would initiate 
the discussions. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. The admiral from the Navy who is in charge 
of the real estate is right here. Couldn’t we ask him that question, 
Mr. Chairman? 

Chairman Russe.u. Yes, if you wish you may ask him. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Do you substantiate what the witness has 
said? 

Admiral THurper (Assistant Chief, Naval Operations). I have 
no direct knowledge of any request by the Air Force to use or absorb 
Sanford. We have an item in the bill to build up Sanford as an auxil- 
iarv for Brunswick for master jet complex at Brunswick. 

Chairman Russe... Is that field rather close to this new proposed 
air base, Mr. Dunwoody? 

Mr. Dunwoopy. It is about 26 miles away, Senator. 

Senator SatronstaLy. Does the Air Force regard that as a 
possibility? 

Colonel Mappvux (assistant for air bases). We surveyed the entire 
area between Portsmouth and Sanford to which Mr. Dunwoody has 
been referring. We have not considered asking the Navy for the use 
of Sanford. The Portsmouth site seems an ideal location to us for the 
location of the units that are involved. 

Chairman Russeuu. Any further questions? 

If not, thank you, Mr. Dunwoody. 

We will now hear from Mr. Cecil N. Neal, former mayor of Ports- 
mouth, N. H. 


TESTIMONY OF CECIL M. NEAL 


Mr. Neau. Mr. Chairman and members of the Senate Armed 
Services Committee—— 

Chairman Russetut. You may be seated. If you wish, you may 
come up here. 

Mr. Nea. I am not an executive of a large corporation nor a 
retired wealthy gentleman, nor am I married to a woman whose parents 
are wealthy. Jam just a red-blooded boy from Portsmouth interested 
in protecting my United States of America. 

I have no sinister motive and no axes to grind at this occasion, 
except one, and that is centered. on protection. I have had the honor 
and privilege in 1948 and ’49 to be the mayor of Portsmouth. [ama 
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present member of the city council until December of this year, and 
I might add that that has all been for no monetary consideration 
whatsoever, not even expenses. 

I was in the Armed Forces in both wars and I might add that they 
did not win the war because I was in there. They would have won 
it} ust the same if I had been out. 

I merely mention that fact because I know what some of the incon- 
veniences are to a man in the service, and I have due respect for those 
that are back home, because we need the help of both during a war. 

Now among the great many organizations that are in favor of this 
air base in Portsmouth are the Central Veterans Council, the Central 
Labor Union, the Building Trades Council, District No. 3 of the 
American Legion, which has 28 posts in the immediate area, the retail 
division of the chamber of commerce, the chamber of commerce 
directors, and I would now like to read to you a resolution, or a por- 
tion of it, that was passed by the city council on the 4th day of April 
1951: 

The City Council of Portsmouth, N. H., by unanimous acclamation, wishes to 
go on record as favoring the establishment of an air base in this vicinity in order 
to further the defense of our country. It further expresses willingness to cooperate 
in the development of housing by private enterprise, aid in the proper educational, 
recreational, and social facilities, help in the provision of utilities and transporta- 
tion, study of regulations relative to necessary ordinances for the regulation and 
acquisition of property. The council in addition feels the people of Portsmouth 
will, if given the opportunity, share their community life with those stationed at 
such a base. 

I have the letters from the Central Labor Union, and so forth and 
so On. 


Chairman Russett. Do you desire to offer those letters for the 
record? 

Mr. Neau. Yes, sir, and among these, letters from Governor 
Adams, Congressman Norris Cotton, Senator Tobey, and Edgar 
Bellrose, State commander of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

(The letters above referréd to are as follows: ) 


CENTRAL VETERAN’S COUNCIL, 
Portsmouth, N. H., August 1, 1951. 
Hon. Srytes BrRipGEs, 
United States Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator Brinces: At a special meeting of the general membership of 
the Central Veterans’ Council, it was unanimously voted that the sentiment of its 
war veteran members be made known to the individual Members of the Congress 
of the United States relative to the establishment of an Air Force base in the 
Portsmouth-Newington area. 

First, may we state that our organization represents 4,400 war veterans of 
Portsmouth who are affiliated with us through the following organizations: 
American Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars, Spanish-American War Veterans, 
Sons of Union Veterans, Yankee Division, and Forty and Eight, as well as their 
respective auxiliaries. We believe that our combined family membership reason- 
ably represents more than 10,000 men, women, and children—or approximately 
50 percent of the total population of this area. 

We are 100 percent in support of the plan to establish an air base here. Mili- 
tarily. we know only too well of its strategic location. This above all else makes 
it mandatory that the Air Force locate in Portsmouth, what with its proximity to 
the Portsmouth Navy Yard, whose contribution to our country’s victories is well 
known. We want you also to know that our homes as well as our hearts are open 
to the young men who will be sent to staff the base here. We shall welcome them 
in the same manner that we would expect our sons and daughters to be welcomed 
at other stations throughout the country. 
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We are not alone in our support of the proposed project, for the city of Ports- 
mouth, through its mayor and council, has forwarded resolutions favoring the 
air base, as well as such organizations as the Chamber of Commerce Directors, 
Chamber of Commerce Retail Division, Central Labor Union, Building Trades 
Council, as well as independent surveys undertaken by the Portsmouth Herald 
(newspaper) which indicate overwhelming approval by the citizens of our com- 
munity. 

Combining the numerical representation of these organizations with ours, it 
can be conservatively estimated that we speak for upward of 90 percent of our 
community—a percentage which speaks well for the normal integration of the 
Air Force personnel into our community. 

Therefore, we request your favorable action when legislation relative to the 
above is brought to your attention. Should you care to honor us with a reply, 
we would be most appreciative, 

Very truly yours, 
Parrick J. Durry, President. 
FRANKLIN But.uEr, Secretary. 


SraTEMENT BY Gov. SHeRMAN Apams, AuGust 11, 1951, Re Arr Base 


I thoroughly approve the budget provisions for enlarged defense establishments 
and forces. Among these are the proposed Newington base, one of many, which, 
when completed, will support an active and realistic defense program. 

Public apathy may be expected to follow a negotiated peace, and it must not 
influence action on this matter. The site of the proposed New England air base 
has been selected by authority which we have every reason to assume to be com- 
petent and the decision is now a matter of record. 


STATEMENT BY SENATOR CHARLES W. Tosey, Jury 16, 1951, re Arr Base 


I have just been informed by Thomas K. Finletter, Secretary of the Air Force, 
of the compelling reasons for the location of a medium bomber base in the Ports- 
mouth-Newington area of New Hampshire. 

I am sure the citizens of New Hampshire join with me in expressing the hope 
that our relationship with the Air Force shall be characterized by the highest 
type of patriotism, community friendship, and mutual benefit which must 
accompany a project designed to strengthen the Nation’s defense. 


STaTEMENT BY Norris CorTon, JANUARY 19, 1951, RE Arr Base 


I am delighted to learn from Senator Bridges’ office that the Department of 
Air plans to locate an air base in New Hampshire and has sent its engineers to 
make the necessary surveys. 

Such a project will mean much to New Hampshire in terms of employment 
and business benefits as well as military protection for the New England area. 

To Senator Bridges goes the credit for achieving this for our State. He has 
my hearty congratulations. 


STATEMENT BY EpGarR BELLEROSE, STATE COMMANDER OF THE VETERANS OF 
ForrEIGN Wars, AuGcust 11, 1951, RE Arr Basg 


The Department of New Hampshire Veterans of Foreign Wars at its thirty- 
first encampment voted unanimously to support the findings of our military 
leaders who selected the site for the proposed air field. 

Mr. Neat. I would like to give you a little example of some of the 
type of propaganda that the so-called opposition has been putting 
out. I will not attempt to read all of this here, but just call your 
attention to some parts of it. This was one that I think I saw in the 
local paper: 

The very existence of the University of New Hampshire may be vitally affected 


if the jet bomber base is installed in Portsmouth, Greenland, and Newington and 
opereted as now nroiected, 
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Then it goes on to give various reasons. Here is another one: 


Calculate the risk to the Air Force as well as to the local community if the new 
jet bomber base is at Portsmouth. An atomic bomb, exploded under water, as 
at Bikini, will be effective 30 miles. This could cover Portsmouth, New Castle, 
Kittery, Elliot, Dover, Durham, New Market, Exeter, Stratham, the Hamptons, 
yreenland, Rye, and Newington by developing radioactive fog. 

These are all signed by the regional citizens committee. 

Here in your Washington Post is a letter signed by Mr. Saltonstall, 
the principal of Exeter Academy. I should like to read you the first 
paragraph: 

As a citizen of Exeter and as principal of the Phillips Exeter Academy, I am 
opposed to the construction of the Army Air Force base in the Portsmouth- 
Newington area of New Hampshire unless it is absolutely clear that this location 
is a compelling military necessity. 

Now a portion of this paragraph, and this is signed by Ralph L. 
Loomis, chairman of the citizens committee, the regional citizens 
committee: 

If national security required construction of an air base on this particular 
site we would, of course, not protest against it. 


Now, gentlemen, who is going to decide whether this should be an 
air base or not be one? We certainly as laymen are not capable of 
determining that sort of thing, and it looks to me as though the only 

. int ee 
place to look is at the Air Force. The Air Force are the people that 
know and can tell us. If they say, “This is the base we want, the 
base we should have,”’ it is the base they should have and they are 


the men that should know. 
Now it has been noted, and I noticed that Mr. Dunwoody spoke 


about Dover, I think, and he spoke about Sanford. Now I happen to 
have been born in Sanford, fortunately or unfortunately for them, 
and if I recall this air base in Sanford is more or less rock. 

Now I do not want to get to arguing about the merits, and so forth, 
of these bases because I do not know anything about it. I am not 
supposed to know anything about it, and the land in Newington, as 
far as that is concerned, I am sorry for people that have to lose their 
homes, but, on the other hand, what would happen if they come in 
here, Russia comes in here, or someone else, presumably Russia, and 
we do not have any homes? 

I think if some of the psychology that has been sued to frighten 
people by advertisements here, and so forth, had been used and they 
had gotten scared, if some of these people knew the facts that some 
other people do know, they would be a darn sight more interested in 
having an air base for some protection. 

I do not think it is up to the Air Force to tell us what their strategy 
is or what their reasons are for these things. The trouble of it is 
there is too many times too much of this information given out to 
people that should not have it, and it comes down to the fact by this 
committee suggesting allof these other places the idea of let George 
do it. ‘‘Put it anywhere but don’t bother us.” 

Now those two portions of the paragraphs I just read were in your 
local Washington Post. This is a letter that was written by Secretary 
Finletter to Governor Adams. 

By the way, I think I neglected to say there is a letter in there from 
Governor Adams endorsing this proposition. 

88605—51——16 
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These are the first two paragraphs in Secretary Finletter’s letter 
to Governor Adams, dated July 13, 1951: 

The strategic advantage of a medium bomber base in the upper New England 
area is clear, and for several years the Air Force has recognized the necessity for 
its establishment. ‘The present defense program has made it possible for us to 
plan construction of this base. I think it is important in this regard that you 
understand we have budgeted for 25-year life construction, and that this type of 
construction is only used for permanent bases. 

There are many reasons why the Portsmouth area is the most desirable and 
perhaps the only acceptable site in its general region. A medium bomber base 
contains many activities which require connections with railways, highways, and 
public utilities systems. The proximity of a deep water port is a distinct ad- 
vantage, particularly for the supply of aviation gasoline, oil, and lubricants. 
Such a base is operated by hundreds of skilled personnel who must be housed in 
nearby communities and who derive great benefit from the opportunity to par- 
ticipate in the normal civilian activities of a city large enough to absorb them. 
It has been the experience of most cities that our people contribute in many ways 
to the welfare and prosperity of the communities in which they reside. 

Now, gentlemen, that answers the very thing that is in this paper 
here, and I have seen it one or two times and noted it in the press, 
that if the Air Force figured the strategic, or words to that effect, 
they would not oppose it. Now I do not know, as I say, who we are 
going to look to if we do not look to the Air Force to tell us. 

You all know Senator Bridges; he has been vilely and villainously 
lambasted, and for only one reason that I can see, and that is because 
he is doing his duty as a Senator from New Hampshire. 

You gentlemen know better than I do that if you did not represent 
your States, and if something of a similar nature came up and you 
did not request that your State be considered as long as it is in the 
region, that you would be considered as not on the ball, and you would 
not be there very long, and you justly should not be. You know that 
as wellasI do. _ j 

He has been doing his duty; he is representing the United States of 
America, and he is also representing his State, and I would like to 
know what else a man can do but do his duty. ; 

I happened to see a copy of a telegram this morning before I came 
up here disqualifying or asking him to disqualify himself in this 
matter. 

Gentlemen, according to my humble opinion, that is asking a man 
to be yellow and not do his duty. Why should he disqualify himself 
when he is on the committee here which is pS gree to know something 
about these things, that is studying them all the time, and not pass 
on something that is in his own State? : 

He owns no land in New England; he has no selfish motive there. 
He has no personal interest there financially. Is there any reason 
why he should not be on this committee and do his duty? It looks to 
me, as I say, as though he were asked to be yellow and not do his duty. 

I may have made a misstatement here. These letters of Adams, 
Tobey, Bellerose, and so forth, are statements that they issued. 

I will not go on any further here with this, but, gentlemen, this all 
boils down to the fact that we have heard very little said about pro- 
tection, practically nothing. That matter has been left out. 

Now, to my humble mind the protection is the vital thing. All of 
the financial part of this proposition comes from the fact that we are 
going to have something there for protection, and God knows that if at 
any time we need it, we need it now. 
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Also, after looking and seeing and hearing the various things that I 
have heard, it is the first time, in my humble experience, that I have 
heard people go out and effervesce and explode and blow up and 
everything else, and admit that they do not know what they are 
talking about because they have not had the facts. I have heard 

eople on both sides doing the same thing, and that they have not the 
acts. 

In other words, it boils down, in my humble opinion, to the matter 
of all of this, that after you look it over and you go over it, you will find 
out that it comes down to personal selfishness to the nth degree, and 
this is certainly no time for that. 

I wish to express my appreciation for having the opportunity to 
come before your committee. Iam sorry that such things had to be, 
for it seems to me that it is not only casting reflections on the Air 
Force, but casting reflections on your committee when there are no 
other reasons other than pure selfishness in a matter like this when it 
is so vital to the protection of our country. 

Thank you. 

Chairman Russeuu. We are glad to have heard you gentlemen. 

Of course, these differences of opinion are going to arise and will 
arise and have arisen in the past. 

So far as Senator Bridges is concerned, why, I am happy to say that 
no man has ever served on this committee with Styles Bridges, or who 
knew anything about his work in the Senate, who would think about 
questioning his patriotism. He is a patriot of the first water. 

There is, however, a feeling in human beings who are being displaced, 
which it is very easy for me ‘to understand. 

I know in my State in World War II they moved in down there and 
took over a couple of counties with people who have been living there, 
and whose direct forebears had gotten grants from the King of England 
to the land. 

Mr. Neat. I can appreciate that. 

Chairman Russeuu. It does wrench their hearts to be compelled 
to move. 

Mr. Nea. On the other hand, they may not have it at all. 

Chairman Russeiu. We had this question of preparing this coun- 
try for any eventuality. It cannot be done without inconvenience, 
and it cannot be done without sacrifice. 

Mr. Neau. That is correct. 

Chairman RussExu. It cannot be done without suffering. It is 
very tragic if one small element of the population has to bear a little 
more of the burden than others, but that is inevitable in any scheme 
of defense; it is implicit in it. 

We are glad to have had you gentlemen here. We will give con- 
sideration to your statements. 

Senator Srennis. Let me say this, Mr. Chairman, that just as one 
member of the committee I think Mr. Dunwoody certainly ada right 
to come here. I know no member of the committee challenges him, 
and I think the gentleman here, in his zeal for his side, kind of indi- 
rectly challenged Mr. Dunwoody in his position in coming here. 

We are glad to have him here, and we are glad to have you, too. 

What is your main reason now that you want this base there? 

Mr. Nwat. Protection. 

Senator Stennis. Protection to Portsmouth? 
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Mr. Nea. Well, Portsmouth and such other parts as fit into the 
picture of the Air Force. 

The matter, as I see it, in the matter of the financial advantage 
to Portsmouth or surrounding towns, the State in general, is a thing 
that automatically comes. My first thought re consideration is 
that if the Air Force says that is the location and place that they want 
the permanent air base, who are we as laymen to tell them that is 
not the place? 

Senator Stennis. Well, assuming there was an equally desirable 
place, some other equally desirable place, would you still want it in 
Portsmouth? 

Mr. Neau. They have not said that; I do not know. 

Senator STENNis. I am assuming that. 

Mr. Nea. That is the situation. 

Senator Stennis. You accuse this man Dunwoody of selfishness. 

Mr. Neav. I am not accusing him individually; | am accusing this 
regional citizens committee. 

Senator Stennis. These people who live in this little rural com- 
munity are selfish, is what you say. 

Mr. Nea. Isaythey are. All these advertisements that they have, 
Senator, that is nothing more or less than pure personal selfishness. 
They have used psychology, if you wish—I do not want to go on 
with respect to Mr. Dunwoody, but I can relate another thing that 
can demonstrate it very, very clearly. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you will not answer my question. It is, 
you think, a total lack of selfishness in the people of Portsmouth 
in wanting it? 

Mr. Neat. I could not answer that directly. 

Senator Stennis. Until you are sure of that, let us withdraw our 
remarks about Mr. Dunwoody and his associates being so selfish. 

Mr. Neav. Well, I have always been in the habit of saying just 
what I thought. 

Senator Stennis. That is all right. 

Mr. Neat. I still have to abide by that decision. 

Senator Stennis. Well, I come from a small rural community 
myself, you see, and this is a situation that appeals to me. I do not 
like to see them brushed aside. 

Mr. Neat. Do not misunderstand me, there is nothing personal 
about this. I appreciate these people having 

Senator Stennis. I have no argument with you. 

Mr. NEAL. I appreciate these people’s places have to be taken—I 
ean understand that part of it—but I say, and what I mean is that the 
picture is much larger than whatever any individual sacrifices. They 
do not take these places without remuneration. If they came to say 
they wanted my place today, I would not argue with them. 

Senator SaLtronsTaLL. Mr. Chairman, might I just say this: The 
name William G. Saltonstall has been used several times. He is my 
cousin, and I have a great deal of respect for him, and I went outside 
to check up. 

He has not communicated with me on this subject, either in 
deference to me or out of fairness to leaving it to the committee to 
decide. 

Chairman Russe.u. I suppose he is aware of the relationship, is 
he? [Laughter.] 
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Senator SaLronsTaLu.*I can only say, sir, that I am often asked 
what relation I am to him. [Laughter.] 

I would also say that as one Republican present, outside of Senator 
Bridges, the people of New Hampshire seem to have thought very 
well of his services because he has had a longer service now than any 
Republican in the Senate, and I am sure that they are aware that he 
is doing his duty as he sees it. 

Chairman Russe... There is no question of that. 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? I appreci- 
ate that this is an executive session, but is there any objection to my 
releasing this statement that I made? 

Chairman Russeiu. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. Dunwoopy. Thank you very much, sir. 

Chairman Russe.iu. Mr. Neal may release his. 

Mr. Newau. Thank you. 

Mr. Dunwoopy. I appreciate the courtesy extended to us. 

Chairman Russevu. Next we have the case of Lancaster, Pa. 

Gentlemen of the committee, these gentlemen are here with respect 
to the proposed air base at Lancaster, Pa. 

We will be glad to hear from one of you gentlemen. You have 
15 minutes in which one of you is to present it. Which one of you 
is going to do that? 


STATEMENT OF FRANK H. ALTDOERFFER, ACCOMPANIED BY 
G. T. STORB AND H. F. HUTH, CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, LAN- 
CASTER, PA. 


Mr. ALTpOERFFER. I am, sir. 

Chairman Russe.u. Are all of you gentlemen of the same frame 
of mind or is there some conflict between you? 

Mr. Aurpoprrrer. We are all from the Lancaster Chamber of 
Commerce. 

Chairman Russet. The chambers of commerce usually get to- 
gether, so we will recognize one of you gentlemen for 15 minutes. 

Mr. AtrporrFrer. My name is Frank Altdoerffer. I appear here 
today as a member of the board of directors and as chairman of the 
industrial development committee of the Lancaster Chamber of 
Commerce. 

This organization on the first day of August this year had 937 
voting members representatives of the various businesses and pro- 
fessions of Lancaster city and county. 

I should like to express my hearty appreciation for this opportunity 
to appear before you gentlemen of the Armed Services Committee of 
the United States Senate. 

It may be of interest to you to learn that yesterday, following the 
publication ia the afternoon Lancaster newspaper, that your committee 
would hear two witnesses, both the president and the secretary of the 
chamber of commerce were visited by representatives of other Lan- 
caster organizations who expressed their desire and willingness to 
appear before you in support of the proposal to establish a United States 
Air Force base in Lancaster County. 

The local newspapers also stated that you will hear only two wit- 
nesses. I would like to mention, however, that present with me are 
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Mr. Storb, the president of the Lancaster- Chamber of Commerce, 
and Mr. Huth, a member of the industrial committee, and also a 
board member of the chamber of commerce. 

Any or all of these men will be glad to testify or to try to answer 
any questions which you may wish to ask of them. 

The officers of the Lancaster Chamber of Commerce first learned 
that the United States Air Force proposed to construct a new air base 
in Lancaster County on July 6 when an official announcement to that 
effect was made by the commanding officer of the Olmsted Air Force 
Base at Middletown, Pa. 

Information supplied at that time included criteria considered by 
the United States Air Force in the selection of a site, but as all of these 
data have been supplied to the members of your committee, I shall 
not take your time in repetition. 

Senator SatTonstaLt. Mr. Chairman, might I respectfully ask a 
question without the gentleman losing any time? 

Chairman Russe... If the witness would not object. 

Senator SarronsTaL. I would like to find out: if the Air Force is 
establishing a depot in Lancaster; that is correct, is it not? 

Mr. ALTrpoEeRFFER. They are proposing to do so. 

Senator SaLronstaLu. Are you in favor of that depot? 

Mr. ALTDOERFFER. I am, sir. 

Senator SALTonsTALL. Is there any concerted opposition to the 
establishment of the depot? 

Mr. AtrporrrFer. I do not believe so. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. So that you are here really then as a witness 
to support the Air Force in its position with the hopes to make sure 
that the committee does not turn them down; is that right? 

Mr. AtrporRFFER. We are here representing the people of Lan- 
caster to tell you people if you do wish to put an Air Force base in the 
vicinity of Lancaster that we will heartily support you. 

Senator SALToNSTALL. Well, this is a depot, as I understand it; 
this is not an air base, is it? Would you gentlemen tell us that? 

General Brownrie.p (Air Force). A depot is an overhaul agency, 
and overhauls aircraft, and there is an air base with it. 

Senator SALTONsSTALL. There is an air base with the depot? 

General BRowNFIELD. Yes, sir. 

Senator SALronsTaLL. How much money is involved? 

Chairman RussELu. $74,093,000. It is one of the largest. 

General BrownFieE.Lp. It is a tremendous installation. 

Senator SALTONsTALL. How many will go there? 

General BrownFiE.p. Sir, these depots are operated mainly by 
civilian employees similar to our other depots. 

Senator SavronsTALL. What would be the increase in population? 

General BrownFiELp. Sir, we would hire as many of the people 
from the Jocal areas as possible. Most of them would come from the 
local areas. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. So it is not a question of housing, then? 

General BrownFiELp. Not in the same respect or the same per- 
centage as on a normal tactical or strategic base. The military popula- 
tion of a depot is comparatively small as opposed to the employees at 
a base. 
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Senator SALTonsTALL. I see. So that you are here really to make 
as certain as you can that this committee goes ahead with the Air 
Force plan; is that correct; may I ask you that? 

Mr. ALTDOERFFER. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russe... For background of the committee, there has 
been considerable controversy with reference to this base. A number 
of letters have been written to this committee protesting the estab- 
lishment of the base, and I assume that is one of the reasons why 
these gentlemen are here. There has been some objection to it on 
the part of citizens of this area. 

Senator SatronstaLu. Thank you, sir. I was just trying to make 
clear in my own mind what the issue was, because it is unusual; 
except for these three cases this morning, we have had no local citizens 
come before us, either pro or con, on these things. 

Chairman Russet. In all the installations in the bill there are 
only three of them where there was any request for a hearing. There 
was an indication at one time that there would be witnesses against 
this project, but they did not request time and are not here this 
morning, and these gentlemen are here to express their willingness to 
have a base located in their community, as I understand it. 

Mr. AtrporerFFrerR. We feel, gentlemen, if the Air Force and the 
United States Government want our good land for an air base, we 
will provide it. It is their judgment, sir. 

Chairman Russe.u. You have got some of the finest farming land 
that I have cast my eyes on. 

Mr. ALTpoERFFER. We know that, and we feel that if the Air Force 
feels that it will be an economy for the United States Government to 
provide an Air Force base and depot which is adjacent to the Middle- 
town or Olmsted Field now, that that being adjacent will provide an 
economy for the Government, and then we are in favor of proceeding 
with it, and we will assist the Armed Forces in any way to provide 
these facilities. 

Shall I continue? 

Senator SaLtronsTaLu. That is in the hands of the chairman. 

Chairman Russg.u. Yes, sir, if you will. 

Senator SatTonstTAL.. If the opposition has ended, of course 

Mr. Avrporerrrer. I[ do not know whether there is any opposition, 
sir; mavbe there is. If there is, I know that there are a lot of people 
who talk about it, but most anything you do in this world, people will 
talk about; but I do not believe that there is any opposition which, 
as you say, is organized. 

Suffice it to say that in the expressed opinion of the United States 
Air Force authorities, Lancaster County offers the necessary flat open 
terrain. It offers availabilities for rail and truck transportation 
facilities, and it offers available manpower. 

Lancaster County is sufficiently removed from the large metro- 
politan areas of New York City, of Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Wash- 
ington, to avoid further crowding of civil airways and traffic-control 
facilities, and it is sufficiently removed from the Atlantic coast line 
and the northern border to be defensible from invasion or attack. 

Furthermore, Lancaster County’s proximity to the present opera- 
tion of the Olmsted Air Force Base makes for economy, because a 
single headquarters and staff may manage both Olmsted and the 
proposed new base. 
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In addition to that, the proposed new base may utilize Olmsted’s 
aircraft sheet metal and machine shop facilities, thus permitting 
present personnel of the shops to continue their work without the 
necessity for moving to new homes. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. You must have a lot of skilled workers there, 
too, because you make the very good Hamilton watch. 

Mr. AtrporrrrerR. Well, we are good Dutchmen up there in Lan- 
caster County. 

Senator SaLtTronsTaLu. I have carried your watch for more years 
than I would hate to tell. 

Mr. Atrporerrrer. The industrial committee of the chamber of 
commerce met in July—July 10—and every one of its members was 
present. The subject was thoroughly discussed, and on the basis of 
information supplied which I have just recited, and which indicates. 
that Lancaster County is the logical selection and one which will 
permit economical operations for the Government, it was the unani- 
mous vote of the committee that it should be recommended to the 
board of directors that the chamber of commerce pledge its full sup- 
port and active cooperation in the establishment of a proposed air 
base in Lancaster County. 

The committee likewise pointed out that the Lancaster Chamber 
of Commerce should assist authorities or organizations in the com- 
munity or communities of the county which would be faced with the 
numerous problems of the air base to be constructed nearby, and 
could help in developing plans for housing and meeting the needs 
for new workers who would move into the area. 

The subject was presented to the board of directors of the chamber 
of commerce at a meeting on July 13, and again it was discussed as 
thoroughly as the information available would permit. 

After discussion and due consideration the board formally voted 
to approve and accept the recommendation of the industrial com- 
mittee, and offer its support and cooperation in the establishment 
of the proposed air base in Lancaster County. 

I should like to add, too, that other organizations took similar 
action, and to the best of my knowledge, there was not any officer 
or member of the chamber of commerce individually who made such 
suggestion to any other organization. 

Nevertheless, in the days that followed the meeting of the board 
of directors of the chamber, public announcements appeared in the 
Lancaster newspapers showing that a total of 19 other organizations 
of the city and county have separately and independently announced 
their favor of or support of the proposed action of the United States 
Air Force to establish a base somewhere in Lancaster County. 

Our chamber of commerce as well as these many other organiza- 
tions which have endorsed the establishment of the base at Lancaster 
County are fully mindful of the local problems to be met in the build- 
ing and operation of a defense project of this size anywhere. 

We feel that the people of Lancaster County are not only willing 
but eager to do their allotted part in the national-defense program. 

The Lancaster County people have been doing their full share in a 
common defense effort since the days of William Penn. I feel sure 
that they would want me to testify to you that if the building of this 
Air Force base in Lancaster County is now necessary for the national 
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defense they will work together in solving the community problems 
involved in its establishment in Lancaster County. 

I also have with me a list of the organizations in the county, which 
have endorsed the Air Force base, the Lancaster Chamber of Com- 
merce; Lancaster Junior Chamber of Commerce; Manufacturers’ 
Association of Lancaster County; Lancaster Ty po aphical Union; 
International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers Dateiot 10 of the 
American Legion; Lancaster County Clubs Association; local 59, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America; the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars; the Lancaster Airport Authority; the 
Lancaster City Democratic Committee; Lancaster Central Labor 
Union; South Central Pennsylvania District of American Veterans 
of World War Il; Loyal Order of Moose; Lancaster Building and 
Construction Trades; local 414, International Brotherhood of Electri- 
cal Workers; Lancaster County CIO Industrial Union; American 
Legion Post 603 of Quar ryville, Pa.; Manheim T ownship American 
Legion; Lancaster Kiwanis Club; ‘Lancaster County Democratic 
Committee; and the Council of the Borough of Columbia, Pa. 

All of those, gentlemen, have gone on record as wanting to help in 
the construction and proposal. 

Chairman Russe. If I understand your position, it is that if the 
Air Force decides to locate this installation there that you and all 
of these other organizations are prepared to cooperate to the fullest 
extent in ironing out the thousand and one problems that always 
arise in connection with one of these large installations? 

Mr. Aurporrrrer. You are correct, sir; that is correct. 

Chairman Russe.ut. Do you have any idea of how many acres of 
that land the Air Force is preparing to take? 

Mr. Aurporrrrer. There has been a lot of conjecture on the part 
of a lot of people. I would judge it would be between 2,000 and 
2,500 acres, sir. 

Chairman Russe.u. General, what do you have to say to that? 

General BrownFiELp. | can answer that, sir, as soon as I get the 
book. Three thousand acres, sir. 

Chairman Russe.u. Three thousand acres? 

e General BROWNFIELD. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russe_it. Have you made any estimate of the cost of 
that land? IJ have driven up through that country several times just 
to look at that farming country. They have got the finest land and 
the best-kept farms in this hemisphere around Lancaster and York; 
there is nothing I have seen anywhere on the continent like it, and 
I stopped up there to inquire about the values of those lands, and 
the people tried to tell me that they sold anywhere from $1,500 to 
$2,000 an acre. I do not know whether that is correct or not. If 
that is correct, why, that is a pretty expensive undertaking. 

Are you going to locate it in good farming area? Where are you 
locating it? 

General BROWNFIELD. Sir, we have kept that secret. I would 
rather answer that in another session, sir, because it is- 

Chairman Russet. All right, I withdraw that question, sir. We 
will not send these gentlemen forth with that information. 

General BrownFigELp. If we ever give the price or location, sir, 
it works in direct “disbenefit,’”’ may I say, to the Government because 
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that reveals what we expect to pay in the locality, and sometimes the 
prices go up. 

Chairman Russevu. Well, you do have a pretty fine faculty for 
getting the best land when you go into a place. 

(There was diseussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. Have you gotten a resolution from those land- 
owners on that site? 

Mr. ALTDOERFFER. Resolutions from the landowners, farm owners? 
I am a landowner myself, sir, in Lancaster County. 

Senator Stennis. I asked, Do you have any resolution from any of 
them, except yourself? 

Mr. AurporrFrrer. No; I do not think there is any famrer who 
wants to hamper the national defense of this country. There is no 
farmer who wants to give up his back yard either, I can answer you in 
a double way there, sir. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

Mr. AtrporerFFerR. But I believe that for the national defense of 
our country if the Air Force has picked this lovely land that we have 
~ there because it is flat in terrain and because it fits their purpose 

etter 

Senator Stennis. Well, you have answered the question to my 
satisfaction. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not want to be charged with this gentleman’s 
time. 

- Chairman Russe... We will not charge it all up to you, Senator 
tennis. 

There is, of course, this human element involved in all these takings 
of this kind. You cannot escape them. 

It is mighty hard for a fellow losing a farm where he is part of the 
farm. I imagine some of those farms up there have got sixth or 
seventh generation people on them, and they have gotten down to 
where that land is part of them and they are part of the land, and I 
always have a feeling of very profound sympathy for people under 
those circumstances; but, of course, the national defense program is 
paramount to any individual i in the country. 

Mr. AtrporrFFErR. Is not that same argument true in Mississippi 
as well as Lancaster? 

Chairman Russe.y. They always want to put it over some place 
else. There are two or three of these letters in which they wrote 
that there are fine places up in Reading where the land was not, but 
pretty near, as good, and they could put it up there and it would be 
for the same purpose. 

We are glad to have had you here, and to have had your presenta- 
tion. 

I should like to have some estimate of the length of time, Mr. 
Garlock, that you think it would take for you to present these highly 
sensitive matters, and I would also like to hear from General Nold if 
you would be willing to make an estimate of the time that would be 
required on sections 501 (a) and (b). 

Mr. Gartock. I would say not to exceed 15 minutes on section 401. 

Chairman Russet. What do you think about it, General Nold? 

General Noxp. It would take about 3 minutes, Mr. Chairman, plus 
any questions that are asked. 


a 
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Chairman Rvusseuu. All right, sir, suppose you come around. The 
Senate is putting pressure on us to recess these hearings. They say 
they cannot get a quorum there, and they do not like for us to meet 
while the Senate is in session, but we will go along and see what we can 
accomplish. All right, General Nold. What do you have to say now 
about these general provisions? 


STATEMENT OF MAJ. GEN. G. A. NOLD, ASSISTANT CHIEF OF 
ENGINEERS ; ACCOMPANIED BY GEORGE MEIER, DEPUTY CHIEF, 


REAL ESTATE, CORPS OF ENGINEERS, DEPARTMENT OF THE 
ARMY 


General Notp. I have no comment, Mr. Chairman, on 501 (a). 

On 501 (b) I have a prepared statement that presents the position of 
the Department of Defense on the so-called Abernethy amendment. 
The amendment starts with line 3, page 71 of the bill. This amend- 
ment provides that in instances 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me, where is that? 

Chairman Russe.u. Page 71, line 3. 

General Noup. 71, line 3. This amendment provides that in 
instances where it becomes necessary to acquire land by condemna- 
tion, certificate of taking or otherwise, the Secretary of Defense in 
his discretion, is authorized to compensate the owner of said land for 
the inconvenience, dislocation, loss of the use of said land and for all 
other losses and damages sustained by said owner, which compensa- 
tion shall be in addition to all other payments now authorized by law; 
provided, however, that the additional compensation shall in no event 
exceed 25 percent of the value of the land and appurtenances and that 
this authority shall be confined to acquisitions under this act. 

The military departments of the Department of Defense, and 
doubtless all of the agencies of the Government which acquire lands, 
have long recognized that the fair value of a property frequently 
does not include all of the expenses or damages which the landowner 
suffers. Usually, where only bare land is acquired, fair value is a 
true measure of these damages, but where the property acquired is 
improved and used for living quarters or for business purposes there 
clearly are other damages, principally moving costs or loss of busi- 
ness, which are not within the definition of fair value and which there- 
fore, cannot be paid for. 

I wish to assure the committee that the Department is not opposed 
to the principle of this amendment—the idea is sound and the fairness 
of it obvious—but I would like to suggest that the language used is 
not only unworkable from a practical standpoint but dangerous in 
that neither the Government nor the property owner would ever be 
satisfied that real equity had been achieved. In actual practice the 
result would be payment in every case of 25 percent of the fair value 
or involvement in negotiations of such length—with condemnation 
proceedings a too frequent result—that the 25 percent would be used 
up in any event in administrative expenses. 

Chairman Russe... How do you get the idea that you can get this 
extra 25 percent in condemnation proceedings, General? Tt is a 

urely discretionary clause and would not have any standing in court. 
t just permits the Secretary to—— 
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General Nouv. That is so, Mr. Chairman, but the Secretary of 
Defense would have considerable difficulty in setting up the ground 
rules under the language as now stated. We, in studying this, have 
assembled some 15 points that would have to be worked out and 
established to provide any uniformity in the handling of each of these 
properties. 

Chairman Russe... I can see the administrative headache it would 
involve. 

General Nop. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russe.ui. There would be plenty of them, but I do not 
think it would get into any condemnation. I do not think any person 
would have a right, any legal claim, under this language-at all in a 
court of law. It would be altogether in the hands of the Secretary 
as to whether he might want to make any payment of this nature. 

I can see how he would be requested to ask for this 25 percent in 
practically every instance where anyone lived on the land. 

General Notp. We feel that we would have great difficulty in 
negotiations, and we prefer to settle under negotiation if we can, in 
arriving at a price with the owner. Consequently, it would probably 
be thrown into condemnation. 

Chairman Russet. Is there anything to be said for the purpose 
of this amendment? It may not be carefully worked out as it should 
be, but I have a great deal of sympathy with the purposes of the 
amendment. Just a cold fiscal value based on this value for tax 
purposes does not cover the difficulties that accrue to a person who is 
uprooted from his home and forced to move somewhere else and find 
another place and buy it and get moved there and established, and 
get his business in the same condition it was before he was forced off 
his original homesite. 

Senator Stennis. I believe you have to try these in the local 
courts, do you not, Mr. Chairman, under an amendment that was 
passed here a few years ago; is that not correct, General? 

Mr. Meter. The condemnation proceedings are conducted in the 
United States district court in the locality in which the land is 
acquired. 

Chairman Rvusse.u. | think that has always been the case. 

Senator Stennis. I thought they transferred some of them to the 
State courts under some circumstances. 

Chairman Russe.u. I am not aware of that, but all that I have 
heard of have been in the United States courts. 

General Noup. There is another point, Mr. Chairman, and also 
it seems unfair that landowners whose lands are acquired under this 
bill should be treated better than their neighbors whose lands are 
acquired under some previous authorization or by another Government 
agency. But, most important of all, the Department wishes to urge 
on the committee that such a fundamental departure from what has 
been up to now considered as just compensation should be the subject 
of the most careful study by all of the interested agencies of the 
Government, and that all of the factors involved be thoroughly 
explored through committee hearings. In that wav language can be 
drafted which will help those landowners who do suffer damages 
which cannot be paid for now, and give the land-acquiring agencies a 
proper set of guides whereby funds can be expended in a rational and 
defensible manner. 
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Chairman Russe.u. Are you prepared to submit any substitute 
language for the language in this bill? 

General Nop. Not at the moment. 

Mr. Meter. Not at the moment; no, sir. 

Chairman Russe.i. How long do you think it would take you to 
get up some amendment? 

Mr. Meter. I think we would require a considerable amount of 
time in order to set up some guides or criteria which would govern 
the Secretary in determining the reasonableness. We are confronted 
with one illustration of moving costs; for what distance the Secretary 
would pay moving costs. 

Chairman Russe.u. Well, I might suggest to you that you consider 
putting something in concrete shape because it we strike this item 
out it is going to be in conference; and for mv part, as one of those 
who will probably be a conferee on this bill, I have considerable 
sympathy with the purposes of this amendment. I do not think it 
is drawn in tight enough shape to make it feasible of administration. 

General Noutp. Mr. Chairman, we think there are other agencies 
involved which are also land-acquiring agencies for governmental 
purposes that probably should be toes t into this. 


Chairman Russe.u. Well, this only relates to the land acquired 
under this bill. It does not relate to any other agency. It is not 
directly involved. You might say that you are fixing a precedent 
here that they may seek to apply in other cases; but, if you do not 
want to prepare the language, it is perfectly agreeable to me, but I 
just am putting you on notice. 

General Nouv. We will be glad to do so. 


Chairman Russe... If they insist on this provision, I am going to 
be rather sympathetic to something of this nature going into this bill, 

Senator SrenNis. Mr. Chairman, if it is in order now, I strongly 
oppose this language being stricken out unless there is equally suitable 
language to take care of the situation. 

1 know from personal knowledge something about what people aye 
up against when they have to go up against a proposition of giving up 
their homes that way; and I-know something about the cases here 
that Mr. Abernethy had in mind, too, where people are being displaced 
for the third time; and I strongly oppose the removal of this unless 
there is something equally suitable. 

The fact that they have not prepared anything suggests to me that 
they would rather have it all just stricken out. 

General Noutp. At this time, sir, we feel it takes more time to 
perfect the language than would be 

Senator Stennis. But, if these people are going to be helped, they 
have got to be helped in this bill. Some other time will not mean 
anything to them. So, I want to serve fair notice that I very strongly 
oppose its being stricken out. 

General Nouip. We will be glad to prepare some substitute language, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Russevu. Very well. We are glad to have heard you. 
Does that conclude everything in this bill except these highly classified 
items? 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, if the committee is going to con- 
tinue to have this changed, I strongly feel that we should have some 
other proof from other quarters than from the services. 
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Chairman Russe.u. Of course, this language relates only to the 
authorizations in this bill; it does not relate to any other department, 
and if anyone wants to appear in support of the language in this bill, 
why, we would be glad to hear them, but I do not see why we should 
invite here—— 

Senator Stennis. I do not mean that. I am talking about some- 
one representing the viewpoint of the landowners, you see. 

Chairman Russe... I say, if anyone wants to appear in support of 
it, why, that is all right. 

Senator STENNIs. Yes. 

Chairman Russexiu. I am advised that the Department of Justice 
is also opposed to this provision and is writing a letter to that effect. 

How about title VI? Do you have any suggestions to make with 
respect to title VI, before we go into these title IV projects? We 
have had some testimony on that. 

General Noutp. Yes, Mr. Chairman; and we submitted substitute 
language for that section. 

‘hairman Russevvu. The principal change in the substitute is hiking 
the floor on projects 

General Noup. Yes, sir; from $10,000 to $50,000. 

Chairman Russet. And fixing a figure on the acquisition for which 
there is no limit now. 

General Nop. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russeuu. I think that the committee will look with a 
certain amount of sympathy on increasing that. I know Ido. We 
have already discussed that, and you have submitted a proposed 
amendment. 


General No.tp. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Russeuu. Very well. That will be all, thank you, 
General. 

Gentlemen, we will ask you to clear the room now. 

(Whereupon, at 12:15 p. m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 
op Friday, August 31, 1951, at 10 a. m.) 
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FRIDAY, AUGUST 31, 1951 


Unirep States SENATE, 
ComMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 

The committee met, pursuant to recess, at 10:20 a. m., in room 
212, Senate Office Building, Senator Richard B. Russell (chairman) 
pr esiding. 

Present: Senators Russell (chairman), Hunt, Stennis, Long, and 
Bridges. 

Also present: Mark H. Galusha of the committee staff. 

Chairman Russe.yu, The committee will come to order. 

The committee announced on yesterday that the hearings on H. R. 
4914 had been closed. Prior to that time Congressman Graham 
Barden of North Carolina had been scheduled as a witness. Con- 
gressman Barden was unavoidably delayed on yesterday due to a 
train wreck, and I have therefore taken the liberty of reopening the 
hearings in order that Congressman Barden might present his views 
on the contested air base in North Carolina. 

We are glad to have you with us, Congressman Barden. Have a 
seat, Congressman. 


STATEMENT OF HON. GRAHAM A. BARDEN, A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA, ACCOM- 
PANIED BY SCOTT B. BERKELEY, MAYOR OF GOLDSBORO, 
N. C, 


Mr. Barpen. Mr. Chairman, if I may, I would rather stand. 

I greatly appreciate your giving me this opportunity, and | want 
to assure you that it was no negligence on my part. Somebody just 
burned a rail in two and wrecked 30 boxcars, and that sent me around 
by Orange, Va., Charlottesville, and we finally got in here just as 

you had adjourned the committee. Normally we would have been 
ae at 7 o’clock in the morning, so I could not help thet. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am not here 
fighting the Air Force. I am not here fighting anybody or anything 
except that my people are the kind of people that you have in your 
State; they pay taxes and taxes are getting somewhat burdensome. 

It is not at all pleasant for them to look around and see where the 
Government has come down and condemned 3,000 acres of this fine 
land adjacent to the city limits, very valuable land, and put approxi- 
mately $16 million in on it. 

Senator Hunt. The city limits of what city? 

Mr. Barpen. Goldsboru, N. C., and walk off and leave it and then 
go to a virtually barren place 40 air miles away and do the same thing. 


243 
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oe Russe... Is it only 40 miles from Goldsboro to this other 
place? 

Mr. Barpen. It is 55 by dirt road and about 40 to 45 air miles. 
It is just 55 miles. 

I know in going to the football games I figure 1 hour. I can usually 
make it in 1 hour. 

Chairman Russe.tu. You are going to be a casualty on the high- 
ways sometime if you drive that fast, Congressman. 

Mr. Barpen. Well, the speed limit is 55, and they will bear with 
you up to about four or five above that, and there are good, wide, fine 
roads. 

I have certainly been more than friendly to the Air Force. I have 
been one of the strong advocates of it. I stuck with them in the 70- 
group Air Force and I will stick with them right on in the expansion of 
the Air Force. 

The mayor of the city of Goldsboro, who is with me this morning, is 
certainly one of the most ardent supporters of the Air Force. He was 
an airman in World War I, still has his wings. 

He flew planes in World War I built by the St. Louis Streetcar Co., 
and the propellers were built by the High Point Coffin & Casket Co., 
so when anything comes up for the Air Force, the mayor of Golds- 
boro is about the most enthusiastic man you could think of, and I 
mention that for the reason that certainly the atmosphere down there 
is more than friendly. 

I would like to just condense what I have to say, and impose upon 
your time as little as possible. I wish you would bring me those 
pictures here. I think that will talk faster. 

I think this will tell the story about as clearly, Mr. Chairman, and 
in less time than I could tell you to save my life, ‘and I am addressing 
myself now to the tangible, visible, usable assets and machinery and 
fixtures that are now on the air base at Seymour-Johnson Field. 

When I appeared before the committee in the House I took this very 
firm position, that it was of no concern to me whether they put the 
base at Seymour-Johnson Field or at Maxton-Laurinburg where 
they have another field, but to me it was utterly absurd to go a few 
short miles from those two fields and then when we are short copper 
and steel and everything else, concrete and so forth that is hampering 
building, go and build an entirely new field. 

If they needed a new field—and I do not question that, I mean if 
they need a field I do not question that—I think in all fairness and 
honesty with the American people they ought to use one of the fields 
they have if it is properly located and acceptably located, and they 
say that it is right in the area, and at the very outset of the statement 
before the Armed Services Committee they said that either of the 
fields, Seymour-Johnson, Raleigh-Durham, or Maxton-Laurinburg 
were geographically properly located and were perfectly situated to 
where it would be as easy to use one as the other. 

Well, now that eliminated some trouble. I wish, Mr. Chairman, 
if you would just kind of follow through with me on this and look at 
that field. Senator Stennis, if you will just follow me on that, it 
will save a lot of time. 

Senator STennis, Is this a duplication of the chairman’s? 

Mr. Barpen. Yes, sir, that is a duplication. 
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Senator Stennis. Just let me ask a few questions. What is the 
approximate population of your city there, Goldsboro? 

Mr. Barpen. There is twenty-one thousand-and-some-odd in the 
city, | mean, what you would regard as the city, because you would not 
know where the city limits were. There would be probably 25,000, 
that is a minimum, if you were to go there and say here is the city 
limits, but as it is laid off there are 21,000. 

Senator Stennis. And this is a field that was used during World 
War II and has been kept on a stand-by basis, is that it? 

Mr. Barpen. Oh, yes, and it did not go out of use until about 
1946 or 1947. 

Senator Srennis. It looks good. 

Senator Hunt. What was supposed to be the life of those buildings, 
Congressman, when they were built? 

Mr. Barpen. Oh, well, the barracks, wooden buildings, and such 
as that are not usable. 

Senator Hunr. Were they tar paper? 

Mr. Barpen. That is right, and sap pine. You know how they 
built those kind of things, and they are getting those off. 

Senator Hunt. But there is some permanent construction there? 

Mr. Barpen. Oh, yes. 

Senator Hunt. This is a permanent construction? 

Mr. Barpen. Oh, yes; there is one of those hangars there that is 
a modern steel construction hangar. 

Senator Hunt. These pictures are worth looking through. Senator 
Bridges, do you want this one? It is Goldsboro Field. 

Mr. Barven. This is stuff put on it to preserve it. This is the 
sewage disposal. 

Senator Stennis. They used this until when, did you say? 

Mr. Barpren. About 1946 or 1947. These were all taken in June 
of this year, just 2 or 3 months ago. 

Senator Stennis. You bring this as proof of the structures that 
are already there? 

Senator Bripgrs. Is it used at all now, Congressman Barden? 

Mr. Barpen. It is used by one commercial airline, and the city 
keeps it in shape. Senator, in going through there if you look at those 
figures—and these figures are more than conservative, and I had 
one of the best engineers in North Carolina and he said that they 
cannot be built for any such figures, but here are your utilities. Turn 
the page and you will see some more. 

Chairman Russe.u. Yes; we know it has all of these utilities, all of 
the electrical set-up, sewage disposal, and quite a few buildings can be 
utilized. 

Senator Hunt. Do you have any information on the type ot runway 
and the length of runway? They are cement, I take it. 

Mr. BarpeEn. Yes; it is all in there. 

Senator Hunt. Paved streets? 

Chairman Russe.u. The other testimony before the committee was 
that the runways and aprons are in good condition but require some 
lengthening and reinforcement. - 

Mr. Barpen. Yes; | think their weight now is from twenty-four 
to twenty-nine thousand pounds, but reinforcing is a simple process. 

As a matter of fact, gentlemen, you know the most unique thing was 
that when they started the expansion base I expect they spent a half- 
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million dollars, and all of the engineering and everything that we have 
here, every conceivable kind ws lay-out this was designated for a 
very lieavy bomber base until economy hit the Congress, and then 
they drew in. It was all set up and all laid out in every detail in 1947. 

Nobody ever dreamed of anything but that if there was any activity 
in the Air-Force again, why that would be the first place they would 
come to, or Maxton-Laurinburg. 

Senator, you cannot tell what this is, but this is the six 25,000- 
gallon tanks, four 15,000-gallon aviation fuel tanks buried in there 
that are in first-class shape and being used now. 

Chairman Russe.ut. Congressman, we have gone into this matter 
rather fully. 1 think it has boiled itself down to a question of housing 
facilities. EXven the Air Force admits that it would be a saving of 
approximately $10 million by utilizing the facilities already in exist- 
ence at Seymour-Johnson Field. They admit that they would have 
to do a great deal more construction at Raleigh-Durham, but they 
insist that Goldsboro does not have the facilities to house these people. 

Just going over another letter I received from the Department. of 
the Air Force, they again stress that point and it is the only point 
they do stress, the question of housing. 

Mr. Barven. Would the gentleman care to read the housing section 
of that? I would like to know what their view is. 

Chairman Russe.u. All right. 


Dear Mr. CuatRMAN: The Department of the Air Force has recently completed 
a thorough review of the report of the special subcommittee of the Committee 
on Armed Services, House of Representatives, pertaining to the establishment of 
a base for two troop carrier wings and desires to submit the following information 
with respect to the minority report rendered by Congressmen Dewey Short and 
Charles H. Elston. 

The United States Air Force is cognizant that the maintenance of a strong mili- 
tary posture as a deterrent to war is an expensive proposition, and that the na- 
tional economy must be protected as one of our greatest safeguards for the future. 
It recognizes, further, that a national undertaking to establish a 95-wing Air Force 
is naturally predicated on the assumption that those 95 wings shall exist at maxi- 
mum efficiency to perform their assigned mission. The selection of an air base 
where 2 of those 95 wings shall exist, train, operate, and develop to that goal of 
maximum efficiency is only an initial step in the attainment of the goal. The 
USAF is concerned with the goal and in its selection of Raleigh-Durham, it has 
applied its experience to all of the essential factors. 

Maximum efficiency of an air force cannot be attained without high morale. 
High morale cannot be attained unless such a basic essential as satisfactory living 
conditions is available to the personnel and their families. The USAF already is 
coping with a problem in this respect which is generated by the operational require- 
ments to man overseas bases. Its problem would be immeasurable increased in 
this respect if its personnel, when not on duties requiring separation from their 
families were assigned to stations where the lack of adequate off-base facilities 
would require either a continuation of that separation or respite from that sepa- 
ration under living conditions below a reasonable standard of acceptability. In 
this connection, the Air Force believes that cognizance should be taken of the 
excessive divorce rate resulting from Air Force family separations due to opera- 
tional requirements and inadequate family housing facilities. Reference is also 
made to the interim report on substandard housing and rent gouging of military 
personnel prepared by the Preparedness Subcommittee of the Committee on 
Armed Services, United States Senate. 

When a nation faces all-out mobilization, the personnel of its services recognize 
this and prepare for sacrifices. The necessity for sacrifices so fundamental as 
prolonged separation from family or inadequate family housing cannot be ex- 
plained to personnel who understand that there is not full mobilization but, instead, 
a plan for the maintenance of a military posture as a deterrent to war for the 
indefinite period that such a course is required. The USAF must, therefore, make 
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its base selections with that problem in mind and must base its decisions on known 
fact rather than on conjecture or wishful thinking. 

A comparison of Raleigh-Durham and Seymour-Johnson from the standpoint 
of existing population and dwelling units with a 15-mile radius of each is as follows: 
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The off-base housing requirement for the proposed base is 1,700 housing units. 
Military experience has proved that it is not feasible to consider off-base housing 
facilities except in a radius of 15 miles from a base. An appraisal of the popula- 
tion and dwelling unit figures shown above for Raleigh-Durham and Seymour- 
Johnson will indicate that a city possessing a population five times greater and a 
total number of dwelling units seven times greater than another city certainly 
possesses the ability to more readily absorb a sudden influx of personnel requiring 
a substantial number of family housing units. Data submitted to the Air Force 
by the cities of Raleigh, Durham, and Goldsboro support this contention. 

The Air Force is aware of the good intentions of the people of Goldsboro to 
undertake the construction of off-base housing. It is also aware, on the other 
hand, that financing of the promised expansion of that relatively small community 
on the basis of furnishing housing for the personnel of a 10-year construction base, 
would present difficulties which could easily preclude fulfillment. The Air Force 
cannot afford to gamble on so important an element of air base selection. It is 
pertinent to emphasize here that current legislation does not permit the construc- 
tion of Wherry housing on a semipermanent Air Force base. 

It has been urged in favor of Sevmour-Johnson that the Air Force personnel 
at this base during World War II were satisfactorily absorbed by the community. 
As has been stated earlier, the all-out mobilization of World War II is not com- 
parable with the present Air Force program. There is abundant evidence, how- 
ever, that conditions which were acceptable during the last war are not at all 
acceptable to the Congress, to the people, or to the Air Force today. The housing 
which was available for most officers and the married airmen at Goldsboro was 
entirely unsatisfactory as compared with our standards today. 

It is the considered judgment of the Air Force, concurred in by the Tactical 
Air Command, that sound military knowledge and past military experience points 
to Raleigh-Durham as being the proper choice for a two-wing troop carrier air 
base in that area of requirement. The Air Force further believes, and this too 
is concurred in by the Tactical Air Command, that Seymour-Johnson cannot ful- 
fill the requirement as satisfactorily as Raleigh-Durham. 

Sincerely yours, 
R. L. Grupatric, 
Assistant Secretary of the Air Force. 


That is the only question, Mr. Barden, as I see it, that is before 
this committee. 

I do not know of anyone who is contending that all of these facilities 
that you have pictured here are not there and that they are not 
usable, but the Air Force insists that you do not have and cannot 
produce satisfactory housing for the personnel that will be stationed 
there over this 10-year period. If you can satisfy this committee on 
that score, I think you will have made a case, but these other issues 
have already been decided in your favor. There is no contest over 
them. 

The contest is whether or not you have got the housing or whether 
these people are going to have to live under abnormal conditions at 
Goldsboro such as made manifest by this report of the subcommittee 
of the full committee, to which reference was made. They have made 
a survey of that and they filed a report here that indicates very 
deplorable living conditions on many bases. 
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Mr. Barpen. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know how to talk to 
a legislative committee in any other manner than to be perfectly frank 
with you. 

Chairman Russetyt. We would not expect anything else of you, 
Mr. Barden. 

Mr. Barpen. I do not think, I know there is not sufficient housing 
in either one of the towns at this time, and they know it. The Air 
Force wants to go to Raleigh and Durham. They do not give a 
tinker’s durn about putting the private 15 miles out there in the 
country. He cannot get anywhere. Now they know that there isn’t 
housing there. 

I want to go into that issue. I will show you this. Now, of course, 
we will admit, I mean, they cannot deny that there is a minimum of 
12 or 13 million dollars’ worth of steel pipe, miles of steel pipe, 17 miles 
of concrete, all of it almost ungettable steel and copper, and so forth, 
in that plant, and they can go down there today and begin operation, 
but here comes a housing situation. 

Raleigh is the capital of the State of North Carolina, and it is just 
like this capital or any other capital of a State since this concentration 
of Government has started. It is the most crowded place in North 
Carolina. 

Now, they mentioned the housing situation. Let me tell you some- 
thing of the Housing Administrator. Here is a letter to Mr. Dean, and 
since this is as late as yesterday, the Housing Administrator said that 
Raleigh housing situation was one of the worst in the country. 

Chairman Russg.u. I should tell you that no one has urged here 
that there are a great many houses available in Raleigh. 

Mr. Barpen. But they urged that before the House Armed Services 
Committee. 

Chairman Russetu. The chamber of commerce representatives of 
the city of Durham were here and made a very lengthy showing indi- 
cating that they had ample housing in Durham and they made a 
survey, they brought up newspapers showing advertisements of 
apartments, they said they had a new apartment building with 250 
units that was just about finished. He undertook to demonstrate 
that Raleigh could handle this problem without a great deal of 
difficulty. 

Mr. Barpen. You mean Durham. 

Chairman Russeii. I ‘mean Durham; yes. 

Mr. BarpEn. I just started to say for the 462 units that they are 
building in Raleigh now, there is 1,246 applicants for them. All 
right, then what happens? How much turn-over in a year? Eight, 
and it is the lowest of any of the whole, long list. 

Now we will just skip Raleigh because I know Raleigh is about the 
most congested place and will be more congested when State College 
opens up with 3,000 to 5,000 students the 12th of September. It 
will be more congested than it is now when those boys go in there, 
and so many of them now are married. 

We will go now to Durham. I looked at this page in which they 
said that all of these housing projects were going to be built. They 
cannot use a one of them and they know it, and they list them in that 
report. 

Senator Stennis. You mean in Durham? 
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Mr. Barpen. In Durham, and I checked with the Housing Au- 
thority vesterday. In the first place, they are not going to fit the 
income limit that we fixed in the housing bill and as passed by the 
House and the Senate. The current income limits—and this is 
written by the housing authority—for low rent public housing 
projects in Raleigh, N. C., are for admission $2,160 per vear, and 
whatever applies in Raleigh applies to the other towns. 

Two thousand one hundred and sixty dollars per year for families 
with less than three minor dependents and $2,592 for families with 
three or more minor dependents. Corresponding limits for continued 
occupancy in the project are $2,340 and $2,880, respectively. These 
limits are established and have been sometime ago in the city of 
Raleigh and there is no recent change. 

All right, Goldsboro had and took care of from 35,000 to 55,000 men 
on Seymour-Johnson Field during the Second World War. Now just 
imagine that. Now with the Durham situation here you have got 
Duke University, a 5,000-student university. I went so far as to call 
one of the officials of Duke University about that very situation that 
existed there. 

What figures do I get? I got these figures, that the university 
would be able to take care of approximately somewhere in the neigh- 
borhoed—I do not run into my notes right now—anywhere from 800 
to 1,000 that would be off-campus. 

The professional students are married, the most of them, the lawyers, 
the ministerial students are mostly married. You have got 800 to 
1,000 coming in there. Well, now when they are talking about putting 
in these housing projects and list 700 houses built for rent, I know it 
is not so and you know it is not so. 

Durham is a progressive town. It is packed full of tobacco-factory 
workers and people of that kind and people with normal sense do not 
build houses and set them out there and leave them vacant. 

There may be some question about which is first, the hen or the 
egg, but there is no question about which comes first, people or the 
housing, and housing is not built by private capital. 

All of us know that is a practical common sense proposition until 
the demand is present and available, and when it is they are just like 
they are when they build in my town, your town, or anybody else’s. 
Nine times out of 10 they are sold before they are even finished, and 
the other big majority are built with the GI loans and other sources 
of capital. 

Chairman Russe.tu. Have you seen this brochure that the Durham 
Chamber of Commerce left here? 

Mr. Barpgn. No, sir; I have not, but let me call this to your 
attention, Senator, that I think is serious now. 

I, as chairman of the House Education and Labor Committee, 
have been troubled with the school situation-in these areas. It is not 
right for us to dump these people in there and say, ‘Well, just take 
care of yourself the best you can.”’ 

Now the Air Force started out with this as a part of its hard core 
permanent air base. Then they changed and said it was going to be a 
semipermanent or 10-year air base. 

What is the sense in going and putting, they say 33, and it will 
cost 50 million before they dig those rocks and hills out at Raleigh- 
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Durham, so far as they are concerned, but what is the sense in going 
and doing that and leaving that base there that is already good for 
more than 10 years, and ahah put another one in for it in the most 
congested air traffic there is in the Southeast, with the possible exception 
of Atlanta, and we know something about what it does when you have 
two planes go together, because it happened right over here on this 
airport. 

Now I do not know what kind of a show that is, but let me say we 
passed and I was active in getting two bills passed last year to provide 
funds and take care of the children in these areas, and it has done a 
eeet job and it has taken a burden off of communities that was hor- 
rible. 

I know when they put the Cherry Point Air Base in my district, 
the entire property valuation in that township wasn’t but $140,000. 
There wasn’t anything there, and of course it just smashed the county 
right down. 

What have we done? Those who were familiar with this and did 
the thinking on this thing put a provision in this housing bill, and 
there is $50 million provided in this housing bill right here that the 
House and the Senate passed a week or so ago. For what? To 
take care of the kind of housing this kind of a project would need. 

Now if they need $1 million in addition to what private capital 
will furnish—and they will not need a nickel because when the car- 
penters and brick masons at Suffolk go in there to rehabilitate this 
camp, the houses will begin to go up, and when the camp is finished 
they will go out and the personnel will have them available, and then 
the housing will begin to grow right around there. Goldsboro took 
care of them before. 

Senator Stennis. What is that you said about the $50 million? 
That is a provision for what? Would it apply to Goldsboro now? 

Mr. Barpen. It will apply to any place that you put the military in. 

Senator Srennis. Briefly, how would it apply? 

Mr. Barpen. Here it is on page 46: 

A sum not exceeding $50 million as may be necessary for carrying out the pro- 
visions and the purposes of this title relating to housing in critical defense housing 
areas. 

All in the world it takes is for the Air Force to say—and they 
know it—all in the world they have to say is wherever they put this 
base that they need housing, and they are going to do it if they put 
it at Raleigh-Durham because they are not going to ride 30 or 35 
miles a day in the most congested traffic you ever saw in your life to 
and from work. 

They are just not going to do it, and at Seymour Johnson Field 
there they are adjacent to the city limits and within a mile of the rail- 
road station where trains go north, east, south, and west and busses 
go in every direction of the compass. 

Now I say to you that if the emergency arises, that is what we put 
that $50 million in there for, and that is what we are going to have to 
come to, and I do not think this Government ought to further follow 
the policy of dumping military establishments on communities and 
saying ‘‘All right; do the best you can.” 

Now they say 1,700. I do not know how they figure. I cannot 
follow their figures. In the first place you start out with this. They 
say personnel involved, 6,000; number of soldiers for barracks, 6,111. 
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Well, add 5,111 and 1,700 and you get 6,811. They either have not 
got 1,700 officers or they have just fouled up their figures, because 
there it is. 

They say 2,511 enlisted airmen, 6,000 personnel, and 1,700 officers. 
It just does not add up. 

Now they know this, you and I know it, that when the outfit 
moves in here will come the officers. There will be say, two-thirds 
of the officers who are married men. All right, about one-third of 
those, their families, will be back somewliere and part of them will be 
Reserve men, their families will be back with their children in school, 
and they are not going to drag them out of school and break the school 
year and take them down there, so what will happen? You will 
wind up with about 300 or 400, not to exceed that, who will want some 
living quarters that are regarded as family living quarters, and the 
rest of them would not have them if you offered it to them. 

Now this 1,700 living units, they know they are not going to need 
it and they are not going to use it and they are not going to get it at 
either one of the towns. 

I know that Goldsboro will put itself out. It is one of these little 
towns. It is of the size that has not got to be a city. It is not the 
kind of a place where the cold blood begins to run. They take care of 
folks, and imagine that little town taking care of 55,000 during World 
War IT. 

Mr. BerkeE.ey. Sixty-five thousand. 

Mr. Barpen. Well, 65,000 then; 55,000 is enough, but the standard 
personnel there was 35,000. 

They come talking to me about putting it over there and before 
the Armed Services Committee they said they were not going to 
build a spur track out to the field at Raleigh-Durham. They were 
going to supply it by truck. I said, “What?” They said ‘Yes,’ 
they could supply it by truck. 

Well, all in the world that was was window dressing to keep me from 
calling to their attention how much money it would cost to run a 
spur track over those mountains from the railroad to that airfield. 

And then Chairman Vinson asked about the water. He said. 
‘Well, you have plenty of water at Raleigh-Durham, don’t you?” 
They said, “No, sir; we are going to pipe that from Raleigh.” He 
said “It will not cost but about $350,000 to run a pipeline to Raleigh.” 

Well, in the first place he was figuring on 5 miles, and it is more 
than 5, it is more than 10 miles to Raleigh, and it is more than 10 
miles to Durham. It does not make any difference which way they 
pipe that water from. They are going to have about 10 miles of 
pipe you cannot even get. 

There is one 1,100 house-building project at Cherry Point and there 
is one of about thirteen or fourteen hundred at New River right now 
with the Marine bases that are tied up. Why? They cannot build 
a house. 

They cannot get the steel pipe, and here we are with miles and 
miles and miles of it in the ground and in the air and in the build- 
ings that we are throwing aside and then going over and are going 
to pipe water from Durham or Raleigh a minimum of 10 miles of 10- 
or 12-inch steel pipe to put water there. 

And what does that mean, Mr. Chairman? That is just a down 
payment. Your water bill every month from Raleigh-Durham will 
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be about $3,500 per month for water, and what have they got on 
Seymour Johnson? They have got wells there that will produce 3 
million gallons that doesn’t even have to be treated, deep wells in use 
every day. 

Now I submit that this housing—I want to call something else to your 
attention. You know they used to be able to waive this provision, 
this earnings provision, and they aren’t any of those airmen that make 
$2,500 or $2,200, you know that. They draw money, good money, 
those airmen. 

They earn it. I am not fussing with that, but they used to be able 
to waive that and they could go in there, but we changed that this 
last act, and here is what we put in there. Here are the exact words 
that we put in there: 

During the period from the date of the approval of this act to and includin 
expiration date specified in section 104 hereof, no project shall be initiated an 
the income limitations contained in United States Housing Act of 1937, as 
amended, shall not be waived or suspended pursuant to the authorization— 
and so forth and so on. 

Now we have written that into the law and that law is down with 
the President right now. 

Durham will have its problems. It is a nice town. It is a pro- 
gressive town. It is a big college town where there is a lot of con- 
gestion. 

Raleigh is a nice town. It is a good sizable-town. It is as jam- 
packed with people right now as any one of those towns because 
Durham and Chapel Hill are right there together, and that is congested. 

Goldsboro is a nice town that is expanding and building homes, and 
they will build them just as fast as there is a demand for them, and 
not one bit faster, with private capital. They will not do it at 
Durham and they know they will not do it, and they will not do it 
anywhere else where men have normal sense. You just do not go 
throw your money out until the demand exists. 

Now when the demand comes up, then what? Why, then the ex- 
pansion starts. Why, heaven’s above, since they started advertising 
that Raleigh-Durham Airport you ought to ride for miles away from 
that airport both ways and see the signs on the road, great big signs 
on each piece of land what the price per acre is. 

Now there is a lot they are expecting out of that. I am not here 
just trying to get something in my district. I did not take that 
attitude before. I do not take it now. 

I have enough Government in my district if it comes down to that. 
Government projects are trouble to the Member of Congress in whose 
district they are located, plenty of trouble every day in the week as 
far as that is concerned, but I will tell you another trouble that I am 
tired of. 

I am tired of being ribbed every day that I walk down the streets of 
Goldsboro or come by there or look anywhere else and they say “Listen 
what is the matter with you fellows up there? You are throwing 
away a $10 or $15 million field over there and going and building 
another one.” 

Why doesn’t the Government do like people? Does a farmer throw 
away a plow if it gets a little rusty and buy anew one? No; not at all. 
He takes care of the situation in a different way. 
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I will say to you in all frankness that the housing situation in 
Durham is no better than it is in any other average city, and when 
they come and talk about all these houses that are built there, the 
Housing Administrator said yesterday ‘Lord, have mercy, where 
were they?” He said, ‘We have looked and we did not find them.’’ 

And another thing that they put in this report that the chamber of 
commerce and so forth recommended—and Mr. Chairman, this would 
be interesting to you—they say that when they put in new housing 
projects in Durham—and they haven’t any there pow, they are going 
to put them there—but for every low-cost living unit that is con- 
structed, one of those substandard units goes out, and they are figuring 
on adding both together. Well, it is not so. 

Another thing, the very highest priority are the folks that are 
living on the land. Now Durham will have its growing pains and 
Durham will not get many of the so-called military personnel because 
they will want to go to Raleigh, and the very minute they go there 
and they say this will be in operation for 10 years, it will justify private 
capital to go and build the buildings, and they will be ready when they 
get there and they do not need 1,700. 

You cannot add 1,700 to 5,111 and make 6,000 either, and they 
know there will not be over a third of those officers who will bring 
their families there, and I respectfully submit to you gentlemen that 
they say there cannot be any Wherry housing built on semitem- 
poraries. Well, that is fog without any purpose. 

Here is the law that you can build if they need some house com- 
parable to Wherry housing, $50,000 that we just passed, and you can 
take a darn sight less than $12,000,000 you will save on this base 
and put every single one of them in a $10,000 home, every one of 
them, and they know it, and they are not doing the air service any 
good when they make a bad move. 

They are just as surely not going to build this base for any $23,- 
000,000 as I am standing on this floor, and everybody that is ac- 
quainted with it will remember it when it goes to $40 or $50 million. 
They did not figure on the spur track and those kinds of things. 

Another thing, I would just like to know how in the Sam Hill they 
would maneuver around up there when Wake Forest, Carolina, Duke, 
and State College have football games and athletic activities. They 
will simply get in line and go where the traffic goes, and it does not 
make any difference whether they have got a four-lane highway or 
a two-lane highway. 

They are putting in a four-lane highway over there not for the 
purpose of taking care of the base, but by golly to take care of already 
existing traffic, and out there on that field is a ticket office and a 
tower. 

Now that is what you have got out there at the Raleigh-Durham 
Airport, and they do not own the land but they say the Governor is 
going to give them some land. What right has the Governor of 

Vorth Carolina got to give away the people’s land? We ought not 
to permit it. The Federal Government ought to pay its way. 

1 do not want to give anything, but I just hate to see $10 or $12 
million thrown away. 

Why take poor little Hubert down there with 10,000 people; they 
put the Marine base down there within 16 miles of it. They dumped 
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in there about 20,000 marines and everything else. They worked it 
out, and the community where it was dumped there wasn’t anything 
to take care of them. 

We worked it out, and when this airfield goes, if it does, to Golds- 
boro, private capital will take care of it as fast as they come in, and 
houses will be ready by the time the demand gets there. They will 
do the same thing at Durham, they will do the same thing at Raleigh. 

I would like to see those boys at football games, but I go to football 
games and I am 120 miles from there. They can go to them. 

Chairman Russe.u. Do you have any housing at all at Goldsboro? 

Mr. Barpen. Yes, sir; they have a lot of housing there. You have 
some of this public housing. Then they have some of this FHA. 

Senator Stennis. What is your showing on that? 

Chairman Russe.u. I have been to Goldsboro. Do you have any 
apartments at all, apartment houses? It is a very lovely little city, 
but it is not a large city. 

Mr. Barpen. Hite is what they did at Goldsboro, Mr. Chair- 
man 

Mr. Berkey. They say here on page 10 of the majority report of 
the subcommittee, you will find the housing analysis there. 

Mr. Barpen. Goldsboro realty units, 126—Goldsboro Housin 
Authority 75 percent complete, 275. Eastern Carolina Region 
Housing Authority 90, Goldsboro Housing Authority 75, Goldsboro 
and vicinity varies; realtors and construction firms 339, and I might 
say that there are more construction firms in Goldsboro than any 
town that size in the Southwest, including all of them. It does not 
take any time to build a house, but, Mr. Chairman, housing is short 
all over America. 

Chairman Russe... I am well aware of that. 

Mr. Barpen. I am not going to lie to you and I am not going to mis- 
represent anything. 

Chairman Russevu. I was very startled about the testimony 
printed here on behalf of Durham, and I raised all of the questions that 
you raised. 

I said Durham is a thriving and growing city; how do you account 
for all of these vacancies there—and they had reasons for it, rather 
nebulous reasons but they said they were there. They even brought 
in newspaper advertising showing that on 1 day down there there 
were eighty-odd apartments advertised for rent by individuals that 
had not even gone through real-estate firms. 

Mr. Barpen. Well, you will find those with pot-bellied stoves out 
there on the edge of town somewhere. 

Chairman Russe.v. I thought of that too. I imagine that is stuff 
that has been patched up for rent and they said ‘No,” it is nice 
desirable quarters. 

How about your rent controls? You have taken off rent controls? 

Mr. Barpen. No, sir; it is the home office of the district rent con- 
trol office, Goldsboro. 

Chairman Russe.u. You still have rent control in that area? 

Mr. Barpen. Yes, sir; and the home office, the district office is 
right there in Goldsboro, so there cannot be any question about that, 
but, Mr. Chairman, I would not sit here and try to tell you that there 
are a lot of vacant houses in Goldsboro. To me it would be a reflec- 
tion on their intelligence to have them, but I will say this. 
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Having emerged from just taking care of 35 to 55 thousand men up 
to 1947, I will say there is a darn-sight better chance of their taking 
care of them now than Durham which has never experienced such a 
sudden expansion as that. 

Chairman Russeuu. I have considerable sympathy with your view- 
point, Congressman, but we must bear in mind that this rearmament 
poogeen is something we may be in for the next 40 to 50 years. 

If we do not have a war we are going to have a considerable military 
establishment until something happens that negates the power to 
ae war in Russia, or else we will have an all-out war. 

his may last a long time, and I therefore recognize that we must 
have better facilities at these bases that are to be operated over a long 
period of years than we had during the wartime establishment where 
they took that training and went overseas. “4 

Mr. Barpen. If we are going to do that, why don’t we quit going 
around and making transients out of them and trying to cram them 
in there and use some of this $50,000,000 we put in the housing bill. 

Chairman Russeuu. I knew that $50,000,000 was in the housing 
bill all right, but that $50,000,000 is going to be spread mighty thin 
when you go around to all of the installations we have got in this 
country. 

In the last analysis if these people get desirable living quarters— 
and I am not referring to Seymour-Johnson now, I am referring to 
Turner Field in Georgia, Moody Field in Georgia, Hunter Field in 
Georgia, Camp Gordon in Georgia, if they get desirable living quar- 
ters—about 85 to 90 percent of it is going to have to be constructed 
by the people who live in the vicinity of that field. The Government 
is not going to go out and build. 

Mr. Barpen. Mr. Chairman, when those thousands of students 
report there on the 10th of September, I mean those with families— 
I just had a married son who finished up at Duke. I know what 
trouble he had to get an apartment out there in town. 

Senator Srennis. In Durham? 

Mr. Barpen. Yes. I know what trouble he had, and if it had not 
been for a close personal friend, I reckon he would have been hanging 
on the outside, and when the chamber of commerce or anyone else 
comes in and tells me there is any such vacancy in Durham, why there 
is just nothing to it. 

Chairman Russety. I want to read you what the testimony was 
before this committee. I shall not go into all of it. They refer to 
those housing projects that have already been authorized. 

Mr. Barpen. Let me interrupt there. They put those numbers 
in there. They are not available for military personnel, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Russe.u. I do not know that I go with you altogether 
on that. If they were authorized before the passage of that bill, I 
am inclined to think they would be, because as I recall that bill it 
applies to the construction that is built out of the funds that are 
authorized in that bill. 

If they already have an allocation there it might be available just 
as yours would be at Goldsboro. You are getting ready to build 
some down there. 

Mr. Barpen. We are building more down there than they are 
building at Durham. 
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Chairman Russpuu. That is different from saying it is not avail- 
able. I think that which you are building at Goldsboro if authorized 
prior to this bill would be available. 

Mr. Barpen. What are you going to do with the people whose 
property you take away and move them off? Where are you going to 
put them? 

Chairman Russe.u. Where they actually comply with the law, of 
course, they haven’t got more than one house. 

Mr. Barven. Mr. Chairman, what I am trying to say is I am being 
just as honest with you as I could be with anybody in God’s world, 
and I am telling you we have got more housing built and building in 
Goldsboro under the Housing Act than Durham has got, but I am not 
here telling you that they are going to be available for military per- 
sonnel, because | do not believe they are going to be. 

Chairman Russevy. I am not quarreling with you about that. 
I think if we decide to locate this base there at Seymour Jobnson, in 
my judgment your Goldsboro Housing Authority, or whatever vou 
call it, will make some of these units available for these men. That 
would be my guess about it. 

Mr. Barven. Well, there will not be many. Six thousand units 
at Goldsboro would not even be a small-sized Elks’ convention. 
Why they swallowed up 35 to 65 thousand men there during World 
War IT, and that is up to 1946, and they come talking to me about 
1,700. 

They haven’t got 1,700 officers for 5,000 men in the first place. 
In the second place there will not be a third of them bringing their 
families down there. 

Chairman Russevu. I agree with that. The Reserves are not 
going to move their families down there, but this housing is not 
limited just to commissioned personnel. All of your grades above the 
rank of corporal, I think, are entitled to live off the post if they want to 
have their families there. 

Mr. Barpen. Mr. Chairman, Mayor Berkeley, the gentleman who 
flew those planes built by the High Point Coffin & Casket Co. during 
World War I, has something to say. 

Mr. Berxevey. I wanted to say to you, Mr. Chairman, and to the 
committee that in 1942, April, 1942, when we were notified that they 
were going to construct this base at what later became Seymour- 
Johnson Field, we were notified there that we would have to absorb 
13,000 construction workers in 3 weeks to build that base. We did it. 

That base was built, and before the initial engineering was done on 
it, the headquarters cadre came in there and we set up the head- 
quarters under Col. Walter J. Reed in the Goldsboro Wayne County 
courthouse and billeted the Three Hundred and Thirty-third Air 
Base Squadron in the Williams Street School gymnasium. 

Then Lt. Col. Harold R. Maddux was the executive officer at that 
base. Within 6 months we had 35,000 troops down there and we were 
graduating at that base one class of first echelon medium bombard- 
ment aviation mechanics: per day. It was an 8-weeks’ line, but 
Harold Maddux did @ beautiful job and set that up on a production- 
line basis. 

I had a letter from Harold Maddux dated April 29, 1951, and this is 
what he said off the cuff, and I am not disclosing a confidence, before 
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the full Armed Services Committee when we had the hearing on this 
matter in the House. It is addressed to me, and he says this: 


During my 22 years— 
and he is a West Pointer— 


in the service, I have been stationed in cities both large and small, in the North 
and in the South, in none of which I have felt more welcome than in Goldsboro. 
Your comments to me with regard to the Goldsboro attitude toward the reactiva- 
tion of Seymour Johnson Field will long be remembered. This community 
attitude of patriotism and devotion to the general welfare of our country is 
indeed stimulating to the morale of those of us in the service. 

And I have a letter here dated May the 31st, 1951—— 

Chairman Russe.yi. Will you pardon me for interrupting you, 
Mr. Mayor? Colonel Maddux was here before this committee. He 
is one of the big wheels in this whole construction program, and he 
testified very earnestly in favor of the Raleigh-Durham base. 

Mr. Barpren. Mr. Chairman, let me tell you this. I do not like 
to say these things. Colonel Maddux opened up his testimony before 
the Armed Services Committee, said that he had never been in a 
town that went all out for the comfort and welfare, and so forth, of 
the officers and men like Goldsboro. Men who lived in thirty-, 
forty-, and fifty-thousand dollar homes took in the officers, and they 
will do it again. 

Now here. is what Colonel Maddux said, and I know about this. 
Colonel Maddux asked a question about the sewer system. He said 
it was not good, out. I said, ‘Well, just a minute, Mr. Chairman. 
You mean to say the sewer system on Seymour-Johnson Field having 
been constructed by the Army engineers at such a recent date, is out? 
Where did you get your authority?” 

He said, “‘I conferred with one of the technicians on the field.”’ 

I said, “Well, how long did you stay there?’’ 

He said, “‘About 2 hours.” 

Well, I turned to the airport manager and I asked what technicians 
he had on the field at that time. He said he had two laborers cleaning 
out a storm sewer. 

Well, now when you make a statement involving millions of dollars 
on such a light bit of inference as that—it wasn’t even an inference— 
then I begin to question, because Colonel Maddux is in the same posi- 
tion of any other colonel when there are 4-star generals sitting all 
around him. Now that is all there is to it, and we might just as well 
be frank about it. 

Mr. Berxetey. Mr. Chairman, I would like for the committee to 
hear me on just one other thing. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, here is a statement 
in a letter which was addressed to me under date of May 31, 1951, 
over the signature of Dudley B. Howell, Colonel, United States Air 
Force, retired. He was the commanding officer down there at Sey- 
mour-Johnson Field in 1945 and 1946, I believe. We had an immense 
troop load down there then, and here is what he said: 

What is the latest news on the use of Seymour-Johnson Field? How wonderful 
it would be if history could just be repeated for me down there, but any such 
thing is of course out of the question. I must get it off my mind. 

Now I think, gentlemen, with your indulgence, that what Mr. 
Short and Mr. Elston say in the minority report on page 24 
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Chairman Russetu. We have read that, Mr. Mayor. 

Mr. Berxetey. That is the truth about the thing. We are not 
making excessive promises. We will take care of them and build 
the housing for them.. 

Mr. Barpen. I am not going to stand here and tell you that 
there are vacant houses down there, and any other man that does 
it will do so on his own responsibility, but I am as familiar with 
Durham as I am with any town I know of. I have been there many 
times. I know something about it too. 

If he wants to come in here and tell you that there are a thousand 
vacant houses there for sale at the home of the American Tobacco Co. 
with all the activity and Duke University and all that, if you think so, 
try to get an apartment for your son down there to enter Duke 
a Just try it. I have been through it in the last year and 
a half. 

Mr. Buerxetey. The Air Force has commitments by the most 
responsible people in Goldsboro, and the T. A. Loving Corp., to build 
what houses they need if it can be done. 

Mr. Barpren. Raymond Brown told me the other night they would 
build what is needed, but he said they do not expect us to be dumb- 
heads and build a lot of houses and then say here are a lot of houses 
waiting for somebody. 

Chairman Russe.u. I did not expect that either, but I think the 
attitude of the community toward the project as to whether or not 
they are willing to come in and invest their money after the project is 
located there is a very important consideration. 

Mr. Barpen. Yes, sir; and I will say to the chairman that they 
have got the money. Goldsboro is a big taxpaying town and you 
know that is the reason why some of them dig me. They say, “We 
are not fussing about the airport but what are you doing throwing 
away so much money?”’ 

There is money there. The T. A. Loving Co. could go out there 
and build enough houses to house every durn one of them and never 
borrow a nickel from the bank. 

Chairman Russe.u. What is his attitude? 

Mr. Barpen. He has already told me he would do it. 

Chairman Russe.u. I know he has got the money. I know the 
money is there, but what is their attitude toward this thing? 

Mr. Mayor, if we decide to locate this base there, do you think that 
the people of that city will earnestly try to do what they can to take 
care of any houses that may be needed, whether it is 300 that Mr. 
Barden thinks they will need or the 1,700 that the Air Force says 
they will need? 

Mr. Berkxevtry. My answer to that, sir, is unequivocably “yes, they 
will take care of it,”’ and the Air Force has in its files right now written 
commitments to that effect from responsible real estate dealers and 
responsible contractors and responsible financial institutions. 

hairman Russet. What commercial air service do you have 
there? I believe the testimony was you have two planes a day in 
there on that field. 

Mr. Berxevey. That is Piedmont. We have an east flight that 
arrives there at 1:20 and a west flight that arrives there at 4 o’clock, 
and in that connection, Mr. Barden, here is a copy of an editorial. 
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Mr. Barpen. Let me just drop this if I can. I was told the night 
before last by aa officer who served at Seymour-Johnson Field and 
is in the Air Corps now—and I wish I could use his name—he says 
those folks do not stop to think. Remember that we set an all-time 
per-man per-day per-hour flying record on Seymour-Johnson Field 
that never has been broken by the Air Force, because the weather 
conditions in that particular area, it is not in the Piedmont and it 
is not on the coast. : 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Chairman, we have been on this now for an 
hour and a half, and we are all very busy. 

Mr. Barpen. Let me apologize. I have been too long. 

Chairman Russevi. Not at all, Congressman. We are glad to 
have heard you. We will carefully weigh what you say. 

Mr. Barpen. I appreciate it, and I again want to apologize for 
taking too much time. : 

Chairman Russet. I will place ia the record at this point a letter 
from the Department of Justice with respect to section 501 (b) of the 
bill, also substitute language for this section proposed by the Depart- 
meat of Defense. 

Avucust 28, 1951. 
Hon. Ricwarp B. RussE.1, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator: The attention of the Department of Justice has been 
direeted to the bill (H. R. 4914) to authorize certain construction at military and 
naval installations, and for other purposes. The bill has been referred to your 
committee for consideration. 

Section 501 (b) of the bill provides that the Secretary of Defense may compen- 
sate landowners whose land is taken by condemnation, certificate of taking, or 
otherwise for ‘‘the inconvenience, dislocation, loss of the use of said land and for all 
other losses and damages sustained by said owner, which compensation shall be in 
addition to all other payments now authorized by law.’”’ The additional compen- 
sation would be limited to not more than 25 percent of the value of the land and 
appurtenances and to acquisitions under the authority of the bill. 

(xisting law does not take into consideration the items mentioned in the bill, 
because the fundamental consideration in all condemnation cases is the fair market 
value of the real estate that is taken. This is true in all cases relating to acquisi- 
tion of the fee simple title. However, in the condemnation of a leasehold interest, 
removal costs of personal property are also taken into consideration. 

The provisions of section 501 (b) may establish a dangerous precedent and will 
increase the cost to the Government. After a condemnation case is settled, the 
landowner will inevitably petition the Government for the additional allowance 
provided for in the bill. In most cases it may be anticipated that the maximum 
of 25 percent will be claimed. 

Your committee may also wish to consider whether this provision of the bill is 
not discriminatory in that landowners whose lands are taken in acquisitions other 
than under this bill, will not be compensated for inconvenience, dislocation, loss 
of use, and other damages. 

The Director of the Bureau of the Budget has advised that there is no objection 
to the submission of this report. 

Yours sincerely, 
Peyton Forp, 
Deputy Attorney General. 


SuBsTITUTE FoR Section 501 (B) or H. R. 4914 


(b) The Secretary of the Army, the Secretary of the Navy, and the Secretary 
of the Air Force are respectively authorized, in their discretion, to reimburse the 
owners and tenants of land acquired by their departments pursuant to the pro- 
visions of this Act for expenses incurred by such owners and tenants, respectively, 
in the process and as a direct result of the moving of themselves and their families 
and possessions because of such acquisition of land, which reimbursement shall 
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be in addition to, but not in duplication of, any payments in respect of such acquisi- . 
tion as may otherwise be authorized by law: Provided, That the total of such 
reimbursement for expenses incurred as a result of the acquisition of any parcel 
of land shall in no event exceed 25 per centum of the fair value of such parcel of 
land as may be determined by the Secretary of the military department concerned 
or, in the event of a condemnation or declaration of taking thereof, the amount 
of the final award as to such fair value by the court having jurisdiction. No 
payment in reimbursement for such incurred expenses shall be made unless appli- 
cation therefor, supported by an itemized statement of the expenses so incurred, 
shall have been submitted to the Secretary of the military department concerned 
within one year following the date of such vacating. Any determination as to 
the reasonableness of such incurred expenses shall be within the discretion of 
the Secretary of the military department concerned, except that his authority 
in regard to such reimbursement and the amount thereof shall be delegable to 
responsible officers and emplovees in his department in the same manner and to 
the same extent as other authority with respect to the acquisition of real estate 
is delegable. There are hereby authorized to be appropriated such additional 
sums as the Secretaries of the military departments may, within the limitations 
herein prescribed, determine to be necessary to reimburse the owners and tenants 
of such acquired lands for such incurred expenses. 


(Whereupon the committee proceeded to mark up the bill and at 
12:20 p. m., the hearing was adjourned.) 
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